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ARBITRATION FEES. 


The letter which we published in our last number, 
from Mr. Case, of Maidstone, will probably have 
directed the attention of many of our readers to the 
unsatisfactory principle on which the fees of arbitrators 
are commonly settled. We do not wish to enter into 
the particulars of the case referred to, as we have scarcely 
sufficient means of judging of the amount of trouble 
which the reference may have entailed. So far, how- 
ever, as we can form an opinion, we certainly see no 
reason for supposing that the sum allowed to the arbi- 
trators on taxation was not a fair recompense for their 
services. We are not of those who think that arbi- 
trators, or any other persons selected for a difficult and 
responsible task, ought to be remunerated with a grudg- 
ing hand ; and whether engineers, or barristers, or soli- 
citors be employed, they have a right to look for at 
least a good average day’s earnings as the pay fora 
day’s work. Nor do we doubt that our correspondent 
would have been, in his own case, quite willing to sub- 
mit to charges fairly regulated by this principle. It 
would be very bad economy to refer a dispute to a 
cheap and incompetent tribunal; and when eminent 
engineers or Queen’s counsel are thought necessary to 
decide a matter of difficulty, we are quite sure that no 
one in the profession will be reluctant to allow them 
such reasonable fees as shall be a fair, and even a liberal, 
remuneration for their time and labour. But what we 
do protest against is, the system under which arbitrators 
have been hitherto allowed to fix their own fees, with 
scarcely any guide from custom, and without any 
restraint from the law. The Maidstone Case is now a 
precedent for the taxation of arbitrators’ fees, whatever 
may be the dignity of the gentlemen engaged, or their 
supposed professional immunity from the interference 
of the taxing-master. Probably the principle on which 
the judges acted was, that an arbitrator, who is entitled 
to withhold his award until his fees are paid, cannot 
claim the same honorary privileges as are allowed to 
counsel in their ordinary business, in which they have 
no legal power of recovering their fees at all. But, what- 
ever may have been the reasoning which induced the 
Court to make an order for taxation, we hope that the case 
will lead to some action on the part of the profession 
by which a proper scale of fees may be settled. It is 
not desirable to have every arbitration case brought 
to the tribunal of the taxing-master ; and there seems 
really to be no great difficulty in arranging a sort of 
model scale of fees, which would prove a sufficient 





guide in the majority of cases. Whether the judges 
would take upon themselves the task of suggesting a 
rule for general guidance may be doubtful ; but there is 
no reason why something of the kind should not be done 
by a common understanding in the profession. It 
would be easy to frame a general scheme which would 
supply the absence of any definite or recognised custom 
in the matter. It is quite well settled what is the 
proper fee to counsel for a multitude of strictly profes- 
sional pieces of business. Why should there not be an 
equally well understood rule to determine the fees 
which are to be given when they or other persons act as 
arbitrators? It is true that, in the last case, the fee, 
instead of being marked by the solicitor, is fixed by the 
arbitrator himself; but a similar observation may be 
made of a great deal of conveyancing and other busi- 
ness, and we do not hear of much difficulty arising in 
consequence. All that is necessary is, that the scale 
should be regulated by acknowledged usage rather than 
by arbitrary discretion in each case ; and as there does 
not seem to be any approach to universal agreement as 
to what ‘the usage is, the sooner the profession can 
agree to promulgate their views of what it ought to be 
the better. Any attempt to lay down rigid rules to 
provide for every possible circumstance would be 
absurd ; but some general principle, sufficient to serve 
as a guide in the majority of instances, might, we think, 
without much trouble, be determined on. 

One thing, however, is certain, that even when the 
fees are kept within reasonable bounds, arbitration is a 
far more costly mode of settling most disputes than a 
regular trial. There is about the same expense in 
getting up the case on either side ; and, besides all that, 
there is a tribunal to pay in place of one provided at 
the cost of the country. 

The extreme uncertainty of the sittings of arbitra- 
tors, if they chance to be men of any considerable busi- 
ness, and the perpetual interruptions after meetings 
long enough to introduce the subject, and altogether 
useless so far as actual progress is concerned, are still 
more serious objections to references in general. It is 
impossible, no doubt, to dispense altogether with this 
private forum ; but the fact that it is to any considerable 
extent resorted to is always a reproach to the regular 
courts of the country, and sometimes an argument of 
the lack of prudence on the part of suitors. If the 
machinery of the courts were enlarged, and adapted for 
conveniently entertaining and disposing of all kinds of 
questions, the incidental costs of litigation would, in 
most cases, be less than those of a reference; and 
although there may be some questions which cannot 
very well be gone into satisfactorily before a jury, we 
believe that the frequency of ‘arbitrations might be 
greatly lessened by attaching to the courts of law some 
more suitable machinery for the investigation of com- 
plex and tedious matters, which are now almost inva- 
riably referred. That any improvement in this direc- 
tion will add to the credit as well as to the efficiency of 
the regular courts would be too much to expect. It is 
precisely because it investigates so many details, and 
does so much work of the same heavy kind that com- 
monly occurs in arbitration cases, that the Court of 
Chancery is still the object of opprobrium for its sup- 
posed delays. The New York lawyers appreciated the 
character of complicated business so well, that they 
maintained the reputation of their courts for rapidity by 
sending everything that required any expenditure of 
time to be decided by a reference. Tosome extent, the 
same thing is done here; and modern legislation has 
tended still more to extend the practice of arbitration. 
For ourselves, we regard it as a very questionable 
expedient, which ought to be discouraged as much as 
possible ; and though it must be resorted to in excep- 
tional cases, there is no reason why the evils incidental 
to it should be aggravated by the absence of any recog- 
nised rule as to arbitrators’ fees. 
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THE INNS OF CHANCERY. 

When the Royal Commissioners were appointed, in 
1854, to report on the existing arrangements for pro- 
moting the study of law and jurisprudence, they were 
instructed to direct their inquiries not only to the Inns 
of Court, but to the Inns of Chancery. They accord- 
ingly sent a circular to the officials of those institutions, 
and collected information sufficient to enable them to 
understand the position which the Inns of Chancery 
now occupy. It appenns from the evidence published 
in the Report of the Commission, that originally the 
Inns of Chancery were auxiliary to the Inns of Court, 
and that barristers, attorneys, and solicitors were, with- 
out distinction, comprised among their members, and 
subsequently admitted to practise by their sanction. In 
the time of Philip and Mary, the privilege of the Inns 
of Chancery to call their members to the bar was abated, 
and it was further curtailed inthe time of Elizabeth. In 
the time of Charles I, the Inns of Court assumed the 
sole privilege of calling to the bar, and refused to admit 
any attorney or solicitor among their members. Until 
the time of Queen Anne, the Courts of Common Law 
required that attorneys and solicitors, in order to be 
admitted on the Rolls, should belong to an Inn of 
Chancery; but after that reign this has not been 
exacted, and the Inns of Chancery are now nothing 
more than private societies composed of members of the 
legal profession, and enjoying the benefit of a certain 
amount of property held in trust for them. As these 
Inns are therefore, at the present day, entirely uncon- 
nected with legal studies, there exist in them no 
arrangements for instruction or assistance in learning 
the law. There are no libraries and no lectures. But 
in some of these Inns there was for a very long time a 
provision made for instruction, and Readers were sent 
from the Inns of Court to teach the students. At New 
Inn, more especially, it is only within a very few years 
that the Middle Temple has discontinued to hold read- 
ings in the Hall. As, therefore, there exist for solicitors 
a set of Inns which at one time closely resembled the 
Inns of Court, which haye a local propinquity to the 
sites of the Inns of Court, and which long received from 
the Inns of Court some kind of legal instruction, it has 
repeatedly been proposed to make them answer the 
same purpose for solicitors that the Inns of Court fulfil 
for the bar. In 1846, the Commissioners appointed by 
the House of Commons to inquire into the state of legal 
education reported that, if possible, it would be desira- 
ble that the Inns of Chancery should be aggregated 
into a Solicitors’ Law College, under the direction of 
members of their own body, and having, like the Inns 
of Court, the judges as their visitors. The Commis- 
sioners of 1854 received suggestions to the same effect. 
The notion is, indeed, a very obvious one, and its yery 
obviousness may perhaps make it reasonable to suppose 
that some good ground exists why it has not been 
acted on. 

There are certainly very strong reasons why the Inns 
of Chancery haye not been, and are not likely to be, made 
into a Solicitors’ College. In the first place, they are 
to a great extent in the hands of private individuals, 
who buy and sell the property in very nearly the same 
way as if it were not connected with any institution. 
They are not corporate bodies, nor are they subject to 
any trusts for public instruction. It would, therefore, 
require a purchase of existing interests to get the Inns 
into the bands of a College; and the purchase would be 
a very doubtful investment of the sum requisite for the 
purpose. It is difficult, also, to see on what ground a 
compulsory sale of these interests could be justified. 
In the next place, the Incorporated Law Society answers 
the objects to be attained by the establishment of a 
Solicitors’ College too nearly to give any probability of 
success if it were attempted to set a new institution 
on foot. The Commissioners of 1854, therefore, re- 


ported that they did not see anything in the position 





and constitution of the Inns of Chancery which would 
connect them with the study of law and jurisprudence. 
These Inns have, in short, so far as legal education is 
concerned, an antiquarian, not a practical interest. 

But it very often happens that, in the changes and 
revolutions of society, institutions which have long lost 
their original shape, and almost passed away, and which 
it would be pedantic and foolish to think of reviving, 
have yet a value from the light which they throw on 
the best method of meeting the novel exigencies of a 
very different era. The County Courts have really 
nothing to do with the leets and tourns of the Saxon 
constitution, and yet these local courts served as a his- 
torical starting point and as useful guides in the erection 
of the district tribunals of the nineteenth century, So, 
too, without any wish to see the existing Inns of Chan- 
cery made into a Solicitors’ College, we may look to 
these institutions for hints when we desire to devise 
some means of responding to the necessity for a widened 
professional education, and of making this education 
common to the two branches of the profession. In our 
number of last week we stated our reasons for believing 
that it would be very advantageous if this participation 
in acertain portion of professional education could be 
effected. We now refer to the history of the Inns of Chan- 
eery, as suggesting a mode of accomplishing this object. 

So far as these Inns were ever connected with educa- 
tion, or ever brought the two branches of the profession 
into communication, they were stamped with two dis- 
tinguishing features. They were affiliated to some one 
of the Inns of Court, and they received instruction 
from the Inn of Court to which they were affiliated. 
These, then, are the two essential notions—surveillance 
on the one hand, and instruction on the other, The 
students were to show that they were fit persons to be 
members of a particular body, and were then to be 
helped in their studies. Practically, these notions were 
very faintly and imperfectly realised, but still they lay 
at the bottom of the relations between the two species 
of Inns, It seems to us that here is exactly what is 
wanted. Solicitors may reasonably ask that + tes shall 
be permitted to attend the instruction given by the 
Inns of Court in the higher branches of the law. The 
Benchers of the Inns may reasonably ask that the 
applicants shall show their fitness to be admitted. It 
can scarcely be said that the mere fact that a young 
man is an articled clerk establishes this fitness. Why 
should he not be called on to prove it? Why should 
not applicants be made to pass a preliminary examina- 
tion showing that they had received a liberal educa- 
tion? Without such an education it is absurd to at- 
tempt to gain an acquaintance with the principles of 
civil law, of general jurisprudence, and of the history 
of law. If a solicitor has receiyed such an education, 
there is no ground for excluding him from attendance 
at the lectures of the best teachers on those subjects 
that can be found. No plan could be more easily 
carried into immediate execution. It would involve 
no expense, and no creation of anything that does 
not already exist, except the arrangement of a sys- 
tem of examination. As the examination would be 
perfectly voluntary, there could be no objection on 
the part of solicitors that they were compelled to 
learn what they might think practically useless to 
them. Andas the students thus admitted would have 
proved their fitness, there could be no objection made 
by the bar that their lecture-rooms were thrown open to 
persons not qualified to be found there. The experi- 
ment seems to us safe and simple, and yet its ulterior 
consequences might be great and highly beneficial. 
For the present we will leave this proposal, which we 
have been obliged to make rather shortly and nakedly, 
to the consideration of our readers. In an early num- 
ber we propose to revert to it, and to discuss more fully 
the advantages which it seems to us.to promise, and the 
obstacles it might possibly encounter. 
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Legal Netws. 


LONDON AND EASTERN BANKING COMPANY. 


V. C. Sir W. Pace Woop held a Court at Ipswich on Mon- 
day, at the Great White Horse Hotel, to dispose of a petition 
praying for a winding-up order in the matter of the London and 
Eastern Banking Company. 

Mr. Roxburgh appeared for the petitioners, Dr, Abel Stuart, 
of West-cottage, South-bank, Regent’s-park, and Mr. George 
Duplex, surgeon, of Torrington-square; Mr. Glass and Mr, 
Hetherington appeared to oppose on behalf of a committee of 
shareholders and other parties; Mr. Druce appeared for the 
Oriental Bank; Mr. Bovill for the trustee of an independent 
shareholder and for the bulk of the Indian shareholders; Mr. 
Rodwell for the Agra and United Service Bank; and Mr. 
Bromehead for Col. Yates. 

After considerable discussion as to whether the petition should 
be heard during the yacation, 

The Vicz-CHANCELLOR decided—although he remarked that 
it was a bad precedent—to go on with the case, 

Mr. Roxburgh was accordingly heard at great length on 
behalf of the petitioners, whose petition, dated September 3, 
recited the circumstances under which the company was esta- 
blished, and the nature of the business which it proposed to 
carry on. This was the ordinary trade of bankers; and it was 
provided, that the company should in no case purchase any of 
its own shares, or make any advance to any person on the 
security of them. The following persons were appointed 
directors by the deed of settlement :—The Hon. J, C. Erskine, 
Mr. J. C. Morris, Colonel T. Chadwick, Mr. Robert Griffith, 
Mr. R. J. Lattey, and Mr. J. E. Stephens; Mr. J. E. Coleman 
and Mr. G, J. Lyons were appointed auditors; Mr. J. E. 
Stephens, manager; Mr. J. Black, secretary; and Mr. Curtis 
and Col. Chadwick, trustees. The capital was £500,000, 
divided into 5,000 shares of £100 each; and the directors were 
to publish a correct balance-sheet of the assets and liabilities of 
the company once at least in eyery month in the London 
Gazette. Whenever a loss of at least twenty-five per cent. on 
the capital for the time being paid up had been sustained, it was 
to be incumbent on the directors to summon an extraordinary 
general meeting, to consider the propriety of dissolving the 
company ; and whenever a loss of at least seyenty-five per cent. 
on the subscribed capital for the time being had been sustained, 
any shareholder was empowered to summon a meeting to dis- 
solve the company. The company, having obtained a paid-up 
capital to the amount of £250,000, commenced business in 1854, 
the directors being the Hon. C. Erskine, chairman; Mr. J. C. 
Morris, deputy chairman ; Colonel Chadwick, Mr. H. Tendall, 
Mr. J. E. Stephens, and Colonel Petrie Waugh. Mr. J. E. 
Stephens was also manager. The petitioners proceeded to allege, 
that, very shortly after business was commenced, the directors 
began to make advances to each other out of the capital on in- 
sufficient or without any security other than personal, and at a 
rate of interest considerably lower than would have been paid by 
other persons. It was also alleged, that the directors advanced 
to Col. Petrie Waugh £237,000, upon security wholly in- 
sufficient to warrant such an adyance, even if made bond fide to 
a stranger; and upon the realisation of such security the peti- 
tioners expressed their belief there would be a loss of £100,000 
and upward. The directors, in the last monthly statement 
which they published of the assets and liabilities of the com- 
pany, gave the following item :—‘ East India and Government 
securities, bills of exchange, treasury and agency drafts, credits, 
discounts, and cash in hand, 989,925/. 14s, 4d.;” and it was 
contended that this statement was delusive and untrue, as it did 
not include the adyance of £237,000 made to Col. Waugh. 
In less than a month after the publication of this statement the 
‘bank failed, and the shareholders were, it was alleged, for the 
first time made acquainted with the alarming state of their 
affairs, and informed that the liabilities of the company ex- 
ceeded its assets by £240,000; that not only was the £50 paid 
up on each share lost, but that, at least, the remaining portion 
of £50 per share would be required to be paid up. A proposi- 
tion was made, and assented to by some of the shareholders, 
that promissory notes should be given for the remaining £50 
per share, payable at twelve months’ date, and that arrange- 
ments should be made with the Oriental Bank for a transfer of 
the Indian assets and liabilities, guaranteed by the personal 
security of shareholders. The petitioners, and some other share- 
holders, refused to adopt the proposition; but the majority of 
the proprietors assented to it. The petitioners were served with 
Notices, intimating that two calls had heen made; and, as they 





declined to make any payment, Messrs. Oliverson, Lavie, and 
Peachey, solicitors to the company, informed them that they 
were instructed to take the necessary proceedings to compel 
them to do so. The petitioners, believing that the directors 
had committed great irregularities, and that, if the accounts of 
the company were taken by the Court, great benefit would 
result to the shareholders, prayed that an order absolute might 
be made for the dissolution of the corporation, and that its 
affairs might be wound up under the provisions of the Joint- 
Stock Companies Winding-up Acts, 1848 and 1849. 

Responsive affidavits by Mr. C. J. F. Stuart, Mr. H. E. 
Beville, Mr. F. Thynne, Mr. A. F. Arbuthnot, and Mr. 8. 
Smith—gentlemen who have been endeavouring to arrange and 
settle in the best practicable way the affairs of the company since 
it ceased its operations—were also read, as were affidavits from 
the Hon. J. C, Erskine and Col. T. Chadwick, two of the di- 
rectors, ‘The first affidavits, which were extremely lengthy, 
recited the proceedings adopted for the settlement of the affairs 
of the bank, and the part taken by the Oriental Bank in making 
advances, &c. They stated, inter alia, that the debts and liabi- 
lities now remaining due to certain Indian banks amounted col- 
lectively to about £103,000; that the said Indian banks would 
forbear to press their claims, provided the present mode of liqui- 
dation was continued; that the amount expected to be received 
from shareholders, in pursuance of the calls made upon them, 
will, it is believed, be sufficient to discharge in full all the debts 
and liabilities due to the general public, with the exception of 
the Indian banks, who would be willing to give time; that 
the committee of shareholders have caused an action to be 
brought against the late manager of the bank, to recover £6,000 
due ; that the committee are prepared to take all such proceed- 
ings against the late and present directors or other persons as 
may in their judgment be calculated to benefit the shareholders 
at large; that the effect of a winding-up order would be to 
materially impede the effectual prosecution of these proceedings ; 
that the committee are using all due diligence to realise the 
assets, and that the appointment of an official manager or any 
person not having the same opportunities of communicating 
with India would be seriously detzimental to the interests of the 
shareholders; that the great body of the shareholders are not 
desirous that the affairs of the company should be wound up 
under the Winding-up Act. 

The Vice-CHANCELLOR (without calling for replies from the 
other learned counsel concerned in the case) proceeded to give 
judgment. His Honour observed, that it was just possible some 
advantage might result from placing the concern under the con- 
trol of the Court; but such a course appeared to be opposed te 
the wishes of the great body of the shareholders. No less than 
4,170 shareholders had given their promissory notes for the calls 
made, and it did not appear that a single creditor had commenced 
proceedings in order to recover payment of his claims. The 
only creditors would be the Oriental Bank, and a few other 
small banks. The matter was, therefore, reduced into the 
hands of a very few persons, and they would be able to consider 
the best course for all parties. There were no equities between 
one set of shareholders as against another, or against any other 
persons than the directors. The matter would probably be re- 
duced to a quarrel between the directors and the shareholders ; 
and he did not consider it necessary that the expensive machi- 
nery of the law should be set in motion by the granting of a 
winding-up order and the appointment of an official manager, 
especially as there was no charge of malversation in regard to 
what was now being done. 

Petition dismissed, with costs as regards parties served. 





COURT OF BANKRUPTCY. — Sept. 16. 
(Before Mr. Commissioner Hatroyp). 
In re Thomas Hart. 


The bankrupt carried on business in Charlotte-street, Black- 
friars, and elsewhere, as the London Hat and Cap Company, of 
which “ company ” he styled himself “ the general manager.” 

This was a meeting for proof of debts and choice of assig- 
nees. 

Mr. Crafter (Doughty-street) appeared for the petitioning cre- 
ditor, and Mr. Elam (Norton, Son, & Elam) for certain creditors. 

Mr. Elam proposed Mr. James Morris, of King-street, Cheap- 
side, Draper, and Mr. Benjamin Wilson, of Walbrook-house, 
London, Plush Importer, as assignees. 

Mr. Crafter objected to the appointment of Mr. Morris, on 
the ground that he had had complicated transactions with the 
bankrupt which required investigation, and that he had com- 
pounded with his creditors (Zz parte Surtees, 12 Ves. 10). 
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On being examined, Mr. Morris stated that he had com- 
pounded with his creditors for 16s. in the pound, and that the 
composition, though not yet paid, was secured, and the creditors 
had executed an absolute and unconditional release of their 
debts. 

His Honour refused an application to’adjourn the meeting for 
the production of the release, and confirmed the appointment. 


Sept. 25. 
In re The London and West of Ireland Fishing and Fishing 
Manure Company (Limited). 


This was a sitting to adjudicate on a petition presented on 
behalf of Col. Daniel, under the provisions of the Joint-Stock 
Companies Act, 1856, that an order for winding-up the com- 
pany in this Court may be made absolute. 

On reference to the prospectus of the company, it appears that 
it was proposed to establish it on the principle of “ limited lia- 
bility,” with a capital of £50,000, in 5,000 shares of £10 each. 
The provisional directors were the Hon. W. Napier, managing 
director of the Lands Improvement Company, Old Palace-yard, 
Westminster; Mr. Charles Balfour, 39, St. James’s-street, Edin- 
burgh; Mr. Edward Chapman (Messrs. Chapman & Hall), 193, 
Piccadilly ; Lieut.-Colonel French, 8, Duke-street, St. James's, 
and Galway; Mr. Henry S. Pitcher, Northfleet Dockyard ; 
Mr. W. Pulteney, 55, Lincoln’s-inn-fields; Mr. John Shorter, 
1, Lawrence Pountney-place, Cannon-street; Mr. Thos. Osborne 
Stock, Lloyd’s, and 18, Austin-friars; Commander Thomas 
Edward Symonds, R.N. (managing director, resident at Gal- 
way); Mr. Thomas Robert Tuffnell, 18, Tokenhouse-yard; Mr. 
Charles Whiting, Beaufort-house, Strand. Solicitors: Messrs. 
Vallance & Vallance, 20, Essex-street, Strand. Auditors: 
Mr. J. E. Coleman, 36, Coleman-street, and Mr. George Cum- 
ming, manager of the Kent Mutual Life and Fire Insurance 
Societies. Brokers: Messrs. Field, Son, & Wood, Warnford- 
court. Secretary (ad int.): Mr. E. Matthews. Offices: 32, 
Regent-circus, London, and 24, Upper Sackville-street, Dublin. 
Principal fishing station: Galway. 

The petition before the Court set forth, among other things, 
that the company was provisionally registered about January, 
1856; that, on or about the 22nd of September, 1856, the com- 
pany was duly registered; that the company commenced busi- 
ness with only a portion of the capital paid up; that the 
directors have made calls of £8 per share; that the company 
has entirely failed; and that the petitioner verily believes that 
three-fourths or more of the paid-up capital has been lost or be- 
come unavailable, and debts and liabilities to a large amount 
have been incurred, which the said company is unable to pay 
and discharge. That no general meeting of the company was 
held until on or about the 1st of August last (1857), and on 
the 14th of August last an extraordinary general meeting of 
the shareholders was held, at which it was proposed that the 
said company should be wound up voluntarily, and that an 
official liquidator, with a remuneration of £500 at the least, 
should be appointed for that purpose. The ground of such pro- 
posal was, that the said company was insolvent. 

This petition was met by one from Captain Thomas Edward 
Symonds, the managing director of the company; Mr. William 
Charles Wryghte, accountant; and Sir John Fox Burgoyne, of 
the War-office, Pall-mall, Inspector-General of her Majesty’s 
Fortifications, and chairman of the Board of Directors of the 
above-mentioned company, praying that the company may be 
allowed to continue to wind up voluntarily. 

Mr. Roxburgh raised a preliminary objection to the petition— 
viz. that the company, having resolved to wind up voluntarily, 
in pursuance of a power given by the Act of Parliament, it was 
not competent for a contributory to petition to have the com- 
pany wound up by this Court. 

Mr. Linklater also objected, and referred to the 105th section 
of the Joint-Stock Companies Act, 1856, which enacts “ that 
the voluntary winding up of a company shall not prejudice the 
right of any creditor of the said company to institute proceed- 
ings for the purpose of having the same wound up by the 
Court.” He contended, that it was clearly the intention 
of the Legislature to give such right to a creditor only; 
and that contributories must be bound by the resolution to wind 
up voluntarily. 

Mr. Chidley took the same ground. He further referred to 
the passing of the special resolution of the company to wind up. 
The 34th and 64th sections referred to the manner in which 
such a resolution should be passed; and he contended that 
their provisions had been sufficiently complied with. It was 
true that the original resolution was not confirmed until the 
day after the presentation of the petition to this Court on the 





part of a contributory; but, by the 64th section, the winding 
up must be held to commence from the time of the original re- 
solution. The confirmation was only required to bind absent 
and dissentient shareholders. The 64th section was silent as to 
confirmation. 

The CommissionER.—By the 34th section, it would not be a 
special resolution unless confirmed. 

Mr. Chidley urged, that, if all the shareholders were present at 
the first meeting, confirmation might be unnecessary. 

The Commissioner overruled the objections, and said there 
was still the question whether the Court would exercise its 
discretion. 

Mr. Lawrance proceeded to urge that the case before the Court 
was one of that character. The business had been conducted by 
the directors in so reckless and improvident a manner as to call 
for the interference of this Court and due investigation. The 
company was constituted in October, 1856, and began operations 
in January, 1857. Although a special resolution was passed 
that an audit should take place every three months, no audit 
ever took place. The first general meeting of the company was 
held on the 14th of August. Only fifteen persons were present, 
mostly directors. The resolution referred to was passed on that 
occasion. The next meeting was on the 18th of September. 
There were then only seventeen shareholders present. The 
total number of shareholders was 131. At the second meeting 
fifteen only of the shareholders agreed to the resolution of the 
14th of August, and these had not seen any accounts. The 
nominal capital of the company was £50,000, divided into 
5,000 shares of £10 each. Only 2,941 shares were, however, 
he alleged, subscribed for. The directors had been guilty of a 
gross dereliction of duty in thus beginning business with little 
more than half the required capital. From the report of Mr. 
Wryghte, the liquidator, it would appear that 3,532 shares were 
subscribed for, upon which a call of £8 per share was made. 
1,400 shares were thus missing. One of the earliest acts of the 
company was to award £1,000 to Mr. Henry Vallance, solicitor 
of the company, and one of its promoters, £400 being applied 
for calls upon shares; and £1,000 was also voted to Captain 
Symons, also a promoter. That was before the company had 
earned a shilling by their operations, or a single step had been 
taken. The question arose whether this payment ought to have 
been made out of the capital of the company. The first three 
acts of the company, in fact, were payments of £50 to Captain 
Symons, £1,000 to Mr. Vallance, and £1,000 to Capt. Symons, 

The Commissioner said that all Mr. Lawrance now stated 
should have been in the petition if he intended to rely upon it. 
General allegations of fraud or mismanagement could not be 
urged in this form. 

Mr. Lawrance contended, that he had surely a right to refer to 
statements that appeared in the books of the company, and 
that such statements might hereafter be introduced into the 
petition. It was not until yesterday that he had access to the 
company’s books. It had not, therefore, been possible to intro- 
duce that which they showed into the petition. He contended, 
that the fact of the company having lost three-fourths of its 
capital was sufficient for his purpose. The Legislature said, 
that he was entitled to his petition when three-fourths of the 
capital had become lost or unavailable. 

Mr. Roxburgh.—That is not the case. 

Mr. Lawrance continued to urge that he was not bound to 
allege gross misconduct on the part of the directors. Suppose 
that three-fourths of the paid-up capital had not been lost, then 
he could not be heard at all. This was, in fact, all that he 
was required to establish. If the Court, however, desired that 
the petition should contain other matter, it would grant an ad- 
journment to allow him to amend. 

The ComMIssIONER thought this was the proper course. Ad- 


mitting that it had been established that three-fourths of the . 


capital had been lost, he thought, after what had taken place in 
respect to the voluntary order for winding up, that he ought not 
to adjudicate at present. It was the first case of the kind that 
had come before the Court, and therefore some latitude should 
be given to amend the petition. 

Mr. Roxburgh.—The petitioner is the holder of only twenty- 
five shares. I represent the holders of 1,012 shares. The peti- 
tioner is the only dissentient to the voluntary winding up, and 
the petition is unreasonable. 

The CommissioneR.—That I cannot say until I know the 
allegations. 

Mr. Roxburgh observed, that the Court of Chancery had in- 
variably refused a winding-up order on the ground of misconduct 
on the part of directors; he referred, of course, to other than 
criminal misconduct. Why should the shareholders have 
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greater benefit here? One shareholder might draw the whole 
company into litigation if such a course were allowed. Unless 
some special equitable ground could be shown, he submitted 
that the petition must be dismissed. The proper remedy of the 
shareholder was to file a bill in Chancery. If he then failed, he 
would pay the penalty. 

Mr. Linklater urged that it would be conceding an indulgence 
to Col. Daniel to allow him to amend. He knew what 
would be required in any petition, and he ought to have been 
prepared. The liquidator under the voluntary order had paid 
claims to the amount of £3,500. The debts remaining unpaid 
were only £2,700, and they would be discharged to-morrow if 
this petition were now refused. There was no reasonable ground 
for the interference of this Court. In any case the Court 
would allow the right to amend without prejudice to the rights 
of the liquidator. 

The ComMissIoNeR.—The 19th section provides for any dif- 
ficulty of that kind. 

Mr. Chidley also urged the dismissal of the petition. 

The ComMIssIONER said, there would be an adjournment to 
amend. The adjournment must not, however, be understood as 
a precedent. The question of costs must abide the result. 
There was no imputation upon the liquidator appointed under 
the voluntary winding up. He could continue, therefore, to 
perform all necessary duties, 

An adjournment was then ordered. 

Wednesday morning was appointed for settling the terms of 
the order; but Mr. Lawrance said that Colonel Daniel, having 
ascertained that the great bulk of the shareholders were in 
favour of a voluntary winding up, had, in deference to their 
wishes, requested him to withdraw from the petition. Having 
regard to the strong opinion expressed by V. C. Wood in the 
matter of the London and Eastern Bank as to the advisability 
of giving weight to the opinion of the majority of shareholders, 
he thought the petition should be dismissed; and if that was 
done now, it would immediately give vitality to the resolutions 
passed on the 14th of August and the 15th of September ap- 
pointing a liquidator. 

Mr. Vallance said, although, as stated by Mr. Lawrance, it 
appeared by the minute-book only fourteen or fifteen shareholders 
attended each meeting, it was because the directors held a large 
number of proxies. Circulars were sent round explaining the 
object of each meeting, and they always passed off unanimously, 
without one dissentient shareholder. ‘The directors even now 
would be glad of the co-operation of Colonel Daniel, or any 
other dissentient shareholder in the winding-up of the company. 
When the resolution for voluntary winding up was made, the 
liabilities were £6,000, and the liquidator advanced half of that 
amount out of his own funds to pay off the debts, and nearly 
all the remaining creditors approved of the acts of the directors, 
and expressed their opposition to the bankruptcy proceedings. 
The directors would court inquiries into their conduct and 
accounts when the proper time arrived. 

The CommissIonER, in dismissing the petition, said if proper 
means were taken to get the contributories together, and they 
stopped away, that could not be urged against the resolutions 
passed by those who chose to attend. Such resolutions must 
be considered as those of the contributories. 

The petition was dismissed. 





Mr. R. H. Harrison, a bencher of the Inner Temple, and who 
was called to the bar in 1815, died on Monday last. 


We regret to have to announce the death of Wm. Mackworth 
Praed, Esq., judge of the county court of the district in which 
Plymouth and Devonport are included, who expired at the New 
London Inn, Exeter, on the 25th ult. 


The Right Hon. James Stuart Wortley, M.P., has left 
Carlton- gardens for Italy, for the winter. 


The auditor’s account of the election expenses incurred by 
Mr C. A. Moody and Mr. W. H. P. Gore Langton, the sitting 
members for the western division of the county of Somerset, 
shows that 79/. 10s. was expended by the former and 8811. 2s. 5d 
by Mr. Langton. In the eastern division the total expenses of 
Mr. Miles are set down at 157/. 2s. and those of Mr. Knatch- 
bull at 1452. 7s. 


In the Lambeth County Court on Monday week, an action was 
brought by a lodging-house keeper at Brixton, named Hughes, 
to recover the amount of a fortnight’s rent and a dinner pro- 
vided for the defendant, an officer in the East India Company’s 
service, named Lawrance. It appeared that the defendant had 
taken apartments at the plaintiff's house, and ordered a dinner 





to be provided, but afterwards wrote a letter declining the 
apartments. It was pleaded by the solicitor for the defendant 
(Mr. Ody) that the plaintiff was precluded by the Statute of 
Frauds from recovering the rent under the circumstances. His 
Honour said the Statute of Frauds was the cause of more frauds 
being perpetrated than it had ever prevented, and gave a verdict 
for the amount of the dinner only. 


On Thursday a sale of considerable interest took place, by 
direction of the benchers of the Inner Temple, when the build- 
ing materials of chambers formerly occupied by Dr. Johnson, on 
the first floor of No. 1, Inner Temple-lane, were offered to public 
competition by Messrs. Hammond and Eiloart. The auctioneer 
an d at the cc ement of the proceedings that the 
celebrated “‘ Dr. Johnson Staircase” was withdrawn from the 
sale, the benchers having determined to retain possession of the 
staircase from the entrance to the first floor, the wainscotting, 
banisters, &c., and the carved hood over the door, with pilasters, 
&c., forming the external doorway, and would keep them as long 
as the Temple existed, although they were obliged to be re- 
moved from their present position. The boarded and timber 
floor on which the learned Doctor and his literary friends had so 
often walked, with the windows, doors, moulded panel partition, 
&c., sold for 101. 5s. 
PROSECUTION OF THE BRITISH BANK DIRECTORS. 

Until the conclusion of the examinations in bankruptcy, the 
law officers of the Crown were not in the slightest degree bound 
to notice any irregular or criminal act which might have been 
committed by the officers of the bank. Without waiting for 
the processes of report and formal reference provided by the 
7& 8 Vict. c. 111, the Attorney-GeneraJ, upon reading the 
depositions—copies of which had been forwarded to him by Mr. 
Linklater—elected to proceed by way of criminal information, 
and not by way of indictment. It is very well known that 
the most competent lawyers entertain very serious doubts 
whether the statute or common law can reach the offences with 
which the officers of the bank have been charged. Many nice 
and difficult points will have to be argued; such, for instance, 
as these—whether the compulsory disclosure made in bank- 
ruptcy does not exempt the persons who made it from criminal 
responsibility, or whether the false statements held out to the 
public of the affairs of the bank amount legally to the offence 
of conspiracy to defraud. It is probable that the accused, if 
found guilty at all, will be convicted of the common law misde- 
meanor of having disobeyed the provisions of an Act of Par- 
liament—for having made false returns of the amount of paid- 
up capital, and other fraudulent returns to the Board of Trade.— 
Abridged from the Morning Post. 


NATIONAL ASSOCIATION FOR PROMOTION OF 
SOCIAL SCIENCE. 


This Association meets at Birmingham on the 12th inst. 
and four following days. In the department of Jurisprudence 
and Amendment of the Law, the subject of Bankruptcy Reform 
will have a prominent place. The following circular has been 
addressed by the Secretary of the Law Amendment Society to 
the Chambers of Commerce and Law Societies which sent dele- 
gates to the Mercantile Law Conference, held in January last :— 

8, Waterloo-place, Pall-mall, S.W., Sept. 15, 1857. 

Dear Sir,—I forwarded to you a short time since a Bill to 
amend the law of bankruptcy, recently introduced by Lord 
Brougham into the House of Lords, and then read a first time. 
I am anxious to offer to you a few observations on this Bill, 
and I hope that you will he good enough to communicate them 
to your Chamber. 

I may observe, that, in remedying the defects complained of 
in our bankruptcy law and administration, as in nearly all 
measures of reform, there are two distinct courses, either of 
which may be pursued. We may determine, on the one hand, 
to frame at once a comprehensive Bill, which shall settle for 
many years the whole question; or, on the other hand, we 
may resolve to bring forward at convenient seasons a succession 
of smaller measures adapted to hit certain blots in the existing 
system, without attempting its immediate and entire abolition. 
Each of these two distinct courses has its advantages according 
to circumstances, but any third mode of proceeding would seem 
to be unadvisable; any Bill which would greatly disturb the 
existing system, without at the same time producing a final 
settlement, would appear to be an absolute evil. 

The Bill introduced by Lord Brougham, it is hardly necessary 
to say, belongs to the second of the two classes of measures 
I have alluded to, and aims at the immediate remedy of a few 
obvious defects in the existing bankruptcy system. It purports 
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to transfer to the consolidated fund the compensative payments 
made to former officers of the courts, now defrayed out of the 
fees ; to abolish the offices of broker and accountant; to restrict 
the employment of the messenger to those cases in which his 
interference is sanctioned by the Commissioner ; to provide for 
the payment of the official assignee in part by a fixed salary ; 
and to enable the creditors of a deceased trader to bring his 
estate into the Bankruptcy Court. It will probably be con- 
sidered by your Chamber that all the above-mentioned provisions 
would be salutary, but it may be thought that one of them 
should be carried further—that the office of messenger should 
be abolished. I find, however, that many practical men are 
of opinion that the duties of messenger ought to be kept distinct 
from those of any other officer of the Court, and that the valid 
objection is not to the office, but to the two evils connected 
with it: first, that in some cases the messenger acts when 
there is no necessity for his doing so; and secondly, that his 
fees are of an exorbitant nature. The first evil is provided 
for by the Bill; the second is now being dealt with by the 
Lord Chancellor, who has ordered returns from the various 
messengers, with the object of revising their scale of fees, and 
feducing them to a proper amount. I am therefore inclined 
to think that the total abolition of the office of messenger is 
neither necessary nor desirable. 

It is probable that several clauses might be advantageously 
added to Lord Brougham’s Bill without changing its present 
character, and any suggestious which may be made by your 
Chainber to that effect will receive his Lordship’s best consider- 
ation before the next session of Parliament. 

The question whether the time has yet arrived for attempting 
& sweeping measure of bankruptcy law amendment remains 
distinct, and it is one too important to be considered on any 
but its own merits. I am glad to be able to announce that 
an opportunity for deliberating upon it, under the most influen- 
tial auspices, will shortly be presented. The lately formed 
National Association for the Promotion of Social Science will 
hold, on the 12th of October next and the four following days, 
a meeting at Birmingham; its first department being devoted 
to jurisprudence and the amendment of the law, and having 
the signal advantage of Lord John Russell’s presidency. It has 
been determined that the question of the amendments required 
in bankruptcy law and administration shall form the prominent 
topic in the discussions; and the occasion is so favourable for 
the purpose, that I venture to express a hope that your Chamber 
will send some authorised representatives to the meeting. I am 
the more sanguine of a useful result, because I am aware that 
the Birmingham Chamber of Commerce has prepared a Bill 
on the subject, and we shall thus have the advantage of seeing 
the views entertained by mercantile men placed in a tangible 
shape before us, 

in the hope that vour Chamber may think fit to fall in with 
the suggestion I have made, I inclose a prospectus and circular 
relative to the meeting alluded to; and I beg you in conclusion 
to believe me,—Yours very faithfully, G. W. Hastinas. 





THE STATUTE LAW COMMISSION. 

From a parliamentary return lately issued, showing the ex- 
penditure of the Statute Law Commission, we extract the fol- 
lowing facts:—The balance remaining in the Treasury on 
April 30, 1856, was 3,029/. 11s. 7d., and the sum voted in 
1856 for the purposes of the Commission was £1,911, which, 
with the sum received by the secretary from the sale of parlia- 
mentary papers, made a total of 4,946. 17s. 7d. The follow- 
ing are the material items of the expenditure of this sum :— 
To Mr. H. B. Ker, for one year’s salary as commissioner, 
£1,000; to Mr. J. Brickdale, secretary, for ditto, £600; the 
Fees to Draftsmen amounted to 2,285/. 15s.; the total expended 
was 4,141/. 8s. 1d., and the balance in hand on June 30, 1857, 
was 805/. 9s. 6d. 

The following is a return of the names of the Draftsmen em- 
ployed to prepare consolidation bills, and the fees paid to each 
since the date of the last return, April 80, 1856 :—Criminal 
Law, J. F. Archbold, £450; Law of Aliens, W. C. Beasley, 
£25; Landlord and Tenant, A. Bisset, £100; Law of Property, 
A. Bisset, £10; Criminal Law, R. Bourke, £75; Criminal Law, 
T. Chandlers, £50 ; Law of Property, G. W. Cooke, £150; Cri- 
minal Law, A. Edgar, £125; Bills of Exchange, A. Edgar, £5 ; 
Criminal Law, H. T. Holland, £125; Stamp Acts, H. Jessel, 
£250; Law of Property, H. Jessel, £75; Law of Pawnbrokers, 
A. J. Johnstone, £50; Law of Property, G. B. Lennard, £20 ; 
Law of Property, R. Lindley, £15; Law of Carriers, H. Lloyd, 
871. 10s.; Statutes of Limitation, J. M. Ludlow, 165/. 15s. ; 
Law of Property, F. C. J. Millar, £25; Law of Property, A. E. 





Miller, £50; Law of Aliens, J. Pouncefote, £25; Law of Pro- 
perty, F. 8. Reilly, £75; Lawof Carriers, G. Somerset, 37/. 10s. ; 
Law of Property, E. P. Wolstenholme, £95; Classification of 
the Statutes, A. Wood, £250. 

The total amount voted for the Statute Law Commission 
since its appointment on August 23, 1854, was 13,180/. 19s. 5d., 
but from this sum there is to be deducted £3,690, repaid to civil 
contingencies for sums advanced to a former Commission. This 
leaves the whole available sum at 9,490/. 19s. 5d. 

The total sum paid as salary to Mr. H. B. Ker, down to 
Match 31, 1857, amounts to 2,605/. 19s. 6d. Mr. Brickdale 
has received, in the same period, 1,552/. 3s. 6d. The total 
received by draftsmen since the institution of the Commission, 
amounts to the sum of £3,837. 





RIGHT OF A SUBJECT TO CHANGE HIS 
ALLEGIANCE. 

The United States papers publish the following opinion of 
their highest legal functionary, on the very delicate point of a 
man’s tight to chatige his allegidnce:— _ 

Attorney-General’s Office, Aug. 17. 

The note of Count Montgelas, transmitted to your department 
through Mr. Vroom, our Minister at Berlin, asks for an explana- 
tion of the opinion given by Mr. Cushing in October last, on the 
right of an American citizen to expatriate himself. 

The specified case put by Count Montgelas is that of Julius 
Amthor, a native of Irmelhausen, in Bavaria, who came to this 
country, and after being naturalised returned again to Bavaria. 
His effort to recover his status as a native of Bavaria seems to 
be impeded by a doubt which the authorities there entertain on 
the question whether he can throw off his allegiance to the 
United States, and if so, in what manner it is to be done? 

There is no statute or other law of the United States which 
prevents either a native or naturalised citizen from severing his 
political connection with this Government, if he sees proper to 
do so, in time of peace, and for a purpose not directly injurious 
to the interests of the country. 

There is no mode of renunciation prescribed, in my opinion. If 
he emigrates, carries his family and effects with him, manifests 
a plain intention not to return, takes up his permanent residence 
abroad, and assumes the obligation of a subject to a foreign 
Government, this Would imply a dissolution of his previous re- 
lations with the United States; and I do not think we could or 
would afterwards claim from him any of the duties of a citizen. 
At all events, the fact of renunciation is to be established, like 
other facts for which there is no prescribed form of proof, by any 
evidence which will convince the judgment. It is for the 
authorities of Bavaria to determine, first, whether they will 
admit Mr. Amthor to the privileges enjoyed by a native subject 
of their King without an express renunciation of his American 
citizenship. If this be decided in the negative—that is to say, 
if they demand from him an express renunciation — they may 
take it and cause it to be authenticated in what form they 
please. They may demand an oath of abjuration as a test of 
his sincerity, or as a necessary part of his title to the future 
protection of the Bavarian Government. Whatever satisfies 
them ought to be satisfactory to us, since, in all similar cases, 
we prescribe our own rules for the admission of Bavarian sub- 
jects as citizens of the United States. 

I have spoken of the laws of the United States. Virginia 
and Kentucky, two of the States, have statutes which require a 
certain formula or renunciation of citizeuship. But these 
statutes have no application to this case. I do not understand 
Mr. Amthor to have resided in either of those States. If the 
Federal Government gives him up, his obligations to the par- 
ticular State in which he lived could hardly come into any 
practical conflict with those which he is about to assume toward 
his native country. I am, very respectfully, yours, &c., 

J. 8. Buack. 

Hon. Lewis Cass, Secretary of State. 


The French Tribunals, 


The Paris Court of Assizes was again occupied the whole of 
Wednesday, with the trial of the four men accused of the rob- 
beries and frauds connected with the Northern Railway securities. 

The principal points of interest in the evidence were these :— 
Alocksmith deposed, that, notwithstanding the precaution which 
was adopted of having safes with triple locks, one of the keys 
of which was kept by a director, the late cashier, M. Roberts, 
had double keys to all the three locks of each safe, and kept 
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them in a drawer to which his employés could have access. 
The President expressed doubts that such a want of care could 
possibly have been manifested, but Grellet said that the state- 
ment was perfectly true. He, however, declared, as he had 
done before, that it was not with any of the keys so left that 
he had opened the safes to take away the shares. 

Guerin defended himself with some plausibility, and amongst 
other things said that he had had no need to break open the 
safe, as he knew enough of cabinet-making to be able to remove 
and replace the top of the safe. 

The young woman who had lived under the protection of 
Carpentier, named Georgette Rollet, was called to give evidence, 
and she appeared in a magnificent toilette. She declared that 
Catpentier had only given her 300f. or 400f. a month ; but she 
admitted that she had been possessed, at the time the robberies 
were discovered, of 37 bonds of the Lyons Railway ; of several 
coupons of Three and Four-and-a-Half per cetit. Rente; of a 
number of bank notes and bills of exchange; and of about 
1,800f. in gold. She did not state how she obtained all that 
property, but denied that it was from Carpentier. 

On Thursday the public prosecutor addressed the jury in 
support of the indictment. M. Lachaud afterwards pleaded for 
Carpentier, representing him as a victim of the passion for gold, 
and for Stock-Exchange gambling, which characterises the 
epoch. He deplored that at the early age of twenty-five the 
“fearful responsibility ” of the post of cashier of a great enter- 

rise, like the Northern Railway, had been imposed on him. 

e had at first only taken shares, in the belief that by the use 
of them he might realise a large fortune, and his firm intention 
had been to restore them. 

The trial terminated on Friday. The President having 
summed up the evidence, the jury withdrew to deliberate, and 
in an hour and a half returned into Court with their verdict— 
Parod was acquitted, but Carpentier, Guerin, and Grellet were 
found guilty of theft and embezzlement, with extenuating 
circumstances in favour of the first two. In consequence, 
Grellet was sentenced to eight years’ imprisonment, and Guerin 
and Cafpentier to five. Furthermore, on the demand of the 
railway company as partie civile, Carpentier, Grellet, and Parod, 
although acquitted of the robbery, were ordered to restore con- 
jointly 4,352 Northern shares, and Guerin 1,400. 





The Correctional Tribunal of Paris has delivered a most ex- 
traordinary judgment, decreeing the seizure and entire suppres- 
sion of the ‘“Mystéres du Peuple,” by Eugéne Sue, a serial 
commenced so long ago as 1849, and which has been circulating 
throughout Europe ever since by hundreds of thousands of 
copies. Baron de Ja Chastre, the assignee of the copyright, is 
sentenced by this decree to a year’s imprisonment and a fine of 
6,000 francs. The publisher is sentenced to two months’ im- 
prisonment and a fine of 2,000 francs; and the printer to one 
month’s imprisonment and a fine of 1,000 francs. The follow- 
ing is a translation of the judgment, which has excited the 
deepest interest in the legal as well as literary circles of 
France :— 

“Considering that the work in sixteen volumes, entitled 
‘Les Mystéres du Peuple, ou Histoire d’une Famille de prole- 
taires & travers les ages,’ by Eugéne Sue, is the property of the 
defendant, Baron La Chastre, by virtue of a deed of January 1, 
1854; and he has published it jointly with the publisher, Chabot- 
Fontenay ; and the defendant, Widow Dondney Dupré, printed it. 
Considering that, although this work was begun in 1849, it has 
been continued up to 1857, and consequently the publisher and 
printer cannot plead prescription, the work having been printed 
and published within the last three years, and there have been 
new editions of the first eight volumes, as appears by the 
report of the Commissary of Police, M. Nusse, dated May 7, 
1857. Considering that the author of the ‘Mystéres du 
Peuple,’ Eugene Sue, who died since the commencement of this 
prosecution, undertook the work in 1849, and continued it up 
to 1857, solely out of hatred to the institutions and government 
of his country, and with an evident immoral purpose; in fact, 
We find in every volume, in every page, the negation of all the 
principles upon which religion, morality, and society depend. 
Considering that in this work the morality of religion is insulted 
and travestied, good manners outraged by immoral, indecent, 
and obscene descriptions, and public morality condemned and 
lowered by a systematic rehabilitation of actions as odious 
as criminal—which have been uniformly stigmatised as criminal 
in all ages and by all nations; that Eugene Sue represents 
France as having always been divided into two races—the one, 
the Franks, conquering and oppressive—and the other, the 
Gauls, conquered and oppressed; that he describes this division 





of races as having prevailed for ages, as existing in the present 
day, and as being the origin of the oppression of that class of 
society which he denominates proletaires—the sticcessors of the 
Gauls, by another class which he calls the class of crowned, 
coronetted, and mitted tyrants, the sticcessors of the Franks ; 
that he excites the former to count themselves and to make a 
war of extermination upon the latter; that at the head of every 
chapter of the ‘Mystéres du Peuple’ he has placed a motto which 
is an appeal to insurrection ; that he operily apologises for and jus- 
tifies the massacre of September, pillage, incendiarism, violation, 
and regicide, representing these criminal acts as just and legiti- 
mate reprisals, which it is the right of the poor to exercise 
against sovereigns, nobles, the clergy, and all who are rich and 
powerful—not only on account of their own sufferings, but also 
by way of revenge for the oppressions endured by their ancestors, 
and which their descetidants may expect to endure likewise ; 
that he advocates the red flag, and represents property as an 
usurpation ; that he excites to hatred and contempt of the go- 
vernment established by the constitution, and even in the two 
volumes printed in 1857 proclaims the tnivetsal republic 
founded upon the overthrow of the French Government, in the 
first place, and of all other governments subsequently ; that he 
extols secret societies, saying that the members of these so- 
cieties are animated by the most noble sentiments, that they 
seek only to destroy the oppressors of the people, and that 
insurgents are hotest men who fight to save themselves from 
starvation, and their daughters from prostitution; that the 
monarchy oppresses the country by violence, robbery, and mur- 
der; that the proletaires possess all the virtues, and that vice 
and corruption are universal among other classes. Considering 
that it would be dangerous to society to allow ‘ Les Mystéres 
du People’’ to circulate any longer; that no doubt can be en- 
tertained of the danger, since the work has been found to be in 
the possession of most of the members of those secret societies 
which have been prosecuted of late years, the Court decrees, 


&e., &e.” 
——<>—_--—- 
Legislation of the Bear, 


20 & 21 VICTORLA, 1857.—( Continued.) 
Cap. XXXVI.—An Act to supply an Omission in a Schedule to 
the Act to amend the Acts relating to County Courts. 

No better example than the Act under discussion could be 
given of the necessity which exists, if not for a ‘ Minister of 
Justice,” at all events for some official person, whose duty it 
shall be to guard the public against such mistakes in Acts of 
Parliament as result from their being so often hurried on at the 
close of a session, or from amendments being made at the last 
moment, with which the previous provisions even of the same 
Act are inconsistent. Every Act, without exception, should be 
finally revised by a competent person; and if this had been 
done in the case of the last County Court Amendment Act, the 
gross mistake corrected by the Act under discussion would not 
have occurred. The 19 & 20 Vict. c. 108 (among other provi- 
sions) declared that for the future the salary of each county 
court judge should be £1,200 a year, and no more; but inas- 
much as the salaries of certain of the then existing judges had, 
under the provision of a former statute, been raised by the 
Treasury above that amount—in some instances to £1,500— 
that Act contained a proviso saving the rights of those judges 
who at the time of the passing of the Act had received this ad- 
dition. These persons were, during the time they respectively 
remained judges, to receive the salaries appended to their names, 
as scheduled to the Act. But at the very last moment, on the 
motion of Mr. Roebuck, the name of his brother-in-law, Mr. 
Falconer, and that of Mr. Yates, were added to the list of the 
scheduled names, but the amount of their respective salaries was 
left in blank. The Act under discussion sets this right, both 
with regard to the amount of salary already owing to these two 
gentlemen, and to that which will accrue to them in future, by 
enacting that the 19 & 20 Vict. c. 108, is to be read and to take 
effect as from the time it came into operation, in the same 
manner as if in the said schedule the sum of £1,500 had 
been mentioned to be payable to them respectively; and that 
the Treasury may pay to each of them the sums requisite to 
make up their salaries at that rate from the time at which the 
19 & 20 Vict. came into operation. 

Car. XXXVII.—As Act to repeal the 27th Section of the Super- 
annuation Act, 1834. 

The Act thus referred to—though without sufficient autho- 

rity, the custom of inserting in statutes a short title by Which 
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they may be cited not having been in use prior to the last few 
years—is the 4 & 5 Will. 4, c. 24; an Act passed chiefly to regu- 
late the pensions which should for the future be granted, on re- 
tirement, to persons in the civil service of her Majesty. This 
statute—after laying down a scale of periods of service which 
must be gone through before any pension can be claimed, in refer- 
ence to the different classes of office; and another scale of the 
amount of the allowance, in reference to the different periods of ser- 
vice (so that in no case it shall exceed two-thirds of the salary 
and emoluments resigned)—proceeded (by s. 27) to enact, that, 
with regard to those civil servants in the different offices, or de- 
partments, specified in the schedule thereto annexed, who had 
entered the public service since the 4th of August, 1829, there 
should be made an annual abatement of their salaries in quar- 
terly proportions, after the rate of £24 per cent., on salaries and 
emoluments not exceeding the annual sum of £100, and of £5 
per cent. on all exceeding that sum; and, further, that with 
regard toall persons whomsoever then holding office, and entitled 
to superannuation allowances under that Act, who had been ap- 
pointed subsequently to the said 4th of August, 1829, and who 
should thereafter, on promotion, obtain any increase of salary 
or allowances in respect of their offices, such annual abatement 
as above mentioned should be made from the amount of such 
increase, from time to time, commencing from the period when 
the same should take place. The Act under discussion simply 
repeals these provisions as to the abatement of salaries; and 
does not substitute any others in their place. The repeal is to 
a certain extent retrospective—being to take place from and 
after the 30th of June, 1857, while the Act under discussion 
received the Royal Assent on the 17th of August, 1857. 


Cap. XXXVIII.—An Act to continue the General Board of 
Health. 

Although this Act is intituled a “ continuing” Act merely, it 
is in truth, also, an amending one, and makes an important 
change in the constitution of the Board. By 17 & 18 Vict. ¢. 
95, s. 3, it was provided that there should be paid to the Presi- 
dent of the Board such salary, not exceeding £2,000 a year, as 
should be from time to time appointed by the Treasury, but 
that the other members should be unpaid; and that the Presi- 
dent should be capable of being elected and of sitting and 
voting as a member of the House of Commons. The Act under 
discussion, without noticing this provision, enacts, that, if the 
person appointed President shall, at the time of his appointment, 
hold any office of profit under the Crown, he shall not receive 
any salary in respect of the office of President; and if, at the 
time of his appointment, he shall be a member of the House of 
Commons, he shall not, by reason of such appointment, vacate 
his seat. The last clause of this section of the Act under dis- 
cussion has been, it is apprehended, introduced with reference to 
the 6 Ann. c. 7, s. 26, by which any member accepting an 
office of profit from the Crown (new commissions in the army 
or navy alone excepted,) vacates his seat. But, as the clause is 
framed, it would seem to apply, not to any person who may 
happen to be appointed President, but to any person holding 
an office of profit under the Crown at the time of his ap- 
pointment; and, with respect to such a person, the first part 
of the section makes the office accepted (viz. that of President) 
no longer one of profit. With respect to such a person, there- 
fore, the section would seem to be surplusage merely; but how 
would it be with regard to a person who, at the time of his ap- 
pointment as President, was a member of the House of Com- 
mons who did not hold any office of profit under the Crown ? 
He would apparently have to vacate his seat; but we suspect 
such was not the intention of the framer of the Act. 


Cap. XXXIX.—An Act to regulate the Admission of Attorneys 
and Solicitors of Colonial Courts in her Majesty's Superior 
Courts of Law and Equity in England, in certain cases. 

In certain of the colonies, and notably in parts of India, the 
system of jurisprudence pursued is founded on or assimilated 
to the common law and principles of equity as administered in 
England; and English attorneys and solicitors are admitted as 
attorneys and solicitors there, on production of their certificates 
of admission in the English courts, without any colonial service 
or examination. The object of the Act under discussion is, to 
a certain extent, to give reciprocal facilities to colonial attorneys 
and solicitors desirous of being admitted to practise in this 
country. With this object, the Act provides— 

1. That all British subjects, duly admitted and inrolled as 
attorneys and solicitors in the superior courts of law and equity 
in such colonies or dependencies as above mentioned, and where 
full service under articles to an attorney-at-law for five years at 
the least, and an examination as to fitness are required (except 





in the case of duly admitted and inrolled English practitioners 
seeking to practise in the colonial courts) previous to admission 
—may be, under certain conditions to be presently specified, 
admitted and inrolled in all or any of the English courts. 

2. The first of these conditions is, that the applicant must 
pass an examination in this country to test his fitness and 
capacity; and produce thereat a certificate from the presiding 
judge of the superior court of common law in the colony in 
question, to the effect that such applicant is duly inrolled as an 
attorney-at-law and solicitor therein, and entitled to practise as 
such ; and, further, that no charge or accusation has been estab- 
lished or is pending against him in his professional character, 
or otherwise affecting his fair fame and repute; and also find- 
ing the amount of the stamps (if any) paid by such applicant 
on his articles of clerkship and on his certificate of admission 
in the colony. 

3. The applicant must also make affidavit that he is resident 
within the jurisdiction of the superior courts of law and equity 
in England; and has ceased, for a twelvemonth at the least, in 
practise as attorney or solicitor in any colonial court of law. 

The Act under discussion also contains provisions analogous, 
in general, to those which are contained in the Attorneys Act 
for England (6 & 7 Vict. c. 73), for the appointment by the 
Judges or the Master of the Rolls, as the case may require, or 
by the Judges and the Master of the Rolls jointly, of Examiners; 
and for making orders and regulations for conducting the 
required examination into the applicant’s qualification, fitness, 
and capacity to be admitted; and as to the administration to 
the applicant, after a successful examination, of the same oaths 
that are taken by attorneys and solicitors in England, and for 
his subsequent admission and inrolment. 

The stamp payable on the first admission of every such ap- 
plicant is to be of the value of an ordinary admission stamp, 
together with such further sum as, with the amount certified 
to have been paid on the articles and admission in the colony, 
shall be equal to the stamp payable on articles of clerkship in 
England. 

The Act under discussion is not, however, to take effect in 
any colony or dependency until an Order in Council has issued, 
directing it to come into operation there; and no such Order 
is to issue except on the application of the Governor of the 
colony in question, nor till it be shown to the satisfaction of the 
Secretary of State for the Colonies that the conditions above 
mentioned, as to the system of jurisprudence administered in the 
colony, and as to the qualifications of and regulations for the 
admission of attorneys and solicitors there, are fulfilled. 

The Act under discussion (which may be cited as “The Colo- 
nial Attorneys Relief Act”), although unobjectionable, in our 
judgment, in point of principle, and though the abuses to which 
it might give rise are carefully guarded against, cannot, we 
think, be regarded as a specimen of neat drafting. The 2nd 
section, for example, is wholly unnecessary, being, in effect, re- 
enacted in the 7th. Again, by s.4, the applicant is to make 
affidavit in such manner as shall be provided by order or regu- 
lation to be made by the Judges, &c., ‘‘ as hereinafter provided.” 
The only provision of the kind is that in the next section, re- 
ferring to orders and regulations made “ for conducting the exa- 
mination.” As the affidavit, apparently, is to be made (for what 
reason we are at a loss to conceive) at the time of examination, 
it is probable this will be held sufficient; but it is a clumsy 


method of expression. 
> 


Recent Decisions in Chancery, 





STATUTE OF FRAuDs. 
Ridgway v. Wharton, 5 W. R. 804. 


This case, although chiefly remarkable as an illustration of 
the uncertainties of the law, is not without interest as a legal 
decision on a rather difficult point arising out of the Statute of 
Frauds. Ridgway, the plaintiff, was under-tenant of a public- 
house at Sydenham, which belonged to the defendant, Wharton; 
and, in the year 1849, he negotiated with the defendant for a new 
lease, to commence on the expiration of the existing term in 
1852. With the exception of one meeting between the princi- 
pals, the treaty was conducted between Ridgway and one Craw- 
ter, the agent of Wharton. After matters had proceeded so far 
that the defendant had actually given instructions to his solici- 
tor to prepare a lease, the matter was allowed to drop until the 
existing term was on the point of expiring. In the meantime, 
the value of the property had been, or was supposed to have 
been, materially increased by the erection of the Crystal Palace, 
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and Ridgway claimed to have a lease on the terms on which 
Wharton's solicitor had been instructed to prepare it three years 
before; while the defendant stood out for better terms, and denied 
that any binding agreement had been come to in 1849. The 
contention of the defendant was, first, that Crawter was not 
authorised to do more than discuss and advise, and that he had 
no authority to conclude a bargain; secondly, that, in fact, no 
bargain had been concluded between Crawter and Ridgway ; 
and lastly, that the Statute of Frauds had not been satisfied. 
The plaintiff insisted that Crawter had authority; and that he 
had come to a definite agreement, evidenced by certain writings 
sufficient to satisfy the statute; and took the further technical 
point that the defendant was precluded from setting up the 
statute, by reason of his not having claimed the benefit of it in 
his answer. At the first hearing, before V. C. Stuart, the plain- 
tiff was successful on all points, and obtained a decree for spe- 
cific performance. On appeal, the Lord Chancellor intimated 
a strong opinion that Crawter was duly authorised to agree to a 
lease, and that he had, in fact, concluded such an agreement; 
but, on the two legal points, the decision was in the defendant's 
favour. It was quite clear on the pleading question, that, where 
a parol contract is admitted by the answer, the defendant is 
precluded from relying on the Statute of Frauds, unless his 
answer claims the same benefit as if he had raised the question 
by a plea of the statute. But the Lord Chancellor held, that 
the reason of this rule was, that, in the absence of any express 
reservation of the defence given by the statute, the answer 
itself, by admitting the contract, became a written memorandum 
sufficient to satisfy the statute; and that the reason and the 
rule alike failed to have any application when the defendant’s 
answer was (as in this case) a denial of the existence of any 
contract whether parol or otherwise. The decision on this point, 
therefore, left the defence of the statute open to the defendant ; 
and, upon consideration of the documents relied on by the plain- 
tiff, the Chancellor came to the conclusion that the statute was 
not satisfied, and dismissed the bill with costs. The cause was 
again appealed to the House of Lords; and Lord Cranworth, 
with great candour, acknowledged that his former judgment was 
wrong, both in deciding the question of contract or no contract 
in favour of the plaintiff, and in holding that the statute was 
not satisfied. He was now of opinion, that, if there were a con- 
tract at all, the statute was satisfied; but having also changed 
his view on the facts, and come to the conclusion that there was 
no contract, nor, indeed, any authority in Crawter to conclude 
one, the upshot was, that the two errors neutralised each other, 
and the defendant was entitled to have the bill dismissed. The 
majority of the law lords agreed with this view ; but Lord St. 
Leonards supported the judgment on the facts given by the 
Chancellor in Lincoln’s-inn, against the opposite judgment of 
the same functionary on the woolsack, and stoutly maintained 
that Lord Cranworth had been quite right in holding that there 
was, at least, a parol contract, and that he was quite wrong in 
repudiating his own judgment on that point. Lord St. Leonards, 
moreover, agreed with the other Lords that the first decision 
was wrons in holding that the Statute of Frauds was-not com- 
plied with; and consequently was of opinion that the plaintiff 
was entitled to a decree. The judgment of the House was in 
accordance with the amended views of the Chancellor, and the 
appeal was accordingly dismissed. 

It would be out of place to discuss the particular questions 
of fact on which the House of Lords was divided, but the point 
of law which was unanimously decided is of sufficient import- 
ance to render an examination of the facts on which it rests in- 
teresting and useful. It appeared that Ridgway and Crawter 
had talked over the terms of the contemplated lease, and that 
Ridgway shortly afterwards wrote to beg Crawter to draw up 
the agreement. ‘To this Crawter replied by letter, that Whar- 
ton’s solicitor already had instructions to prepare the agreement, 
and in the course of the same letter incidentally spoke of “the 
terms arranged with Ridgway.” It was a fact that written, 
but unsigned, instructions had previously been sent by Crawter 
to Wharton’s solicitor containing the terms which were to be 
inserted in the lease. What the House of Lords held was, that, 
assuming a previous parol agreement to have been actually 
made to the same effect as the instructions, the letter of Crawter, 
and the unsigned instructions together, made up a memorandum 
sufficient to satisfy the statute. If the two documents could be 
read together, all the terms were there, and one of them was 
duly signed. The only question was, whether the letter and 
the written instructions could be connected. Up to a certain 
point the law on this question has long been quite clear. If 
a letter, or other signed writing, is defective in not setting out 
the terms of a contract, you cannot use another unsigned docu- 





ment in which the terms appear unless it is referred to in the 
signed writing. Boydell v. Drummond (11 East, 142) is the 
leading case on this point. There the defendant had signed a 
book headed ‘‘Shakspeare Subscribers—Their signatures.” A 
printed prospectus contained the terms of the subscription to 
an edition of Shakspeare which the plaintiff was bringing out ; 
and it was held that the prospectus could not be connected by 
parol evidence with the signed book, because it was not referred 
to thereby. In Clinan v. Cooke (1 Sch. & Lef. 22) it was held, 
on the same principle, that an advertisement of lands to be let, 
stating the term of the lease to be granted, could not be brought 
in aid of a defective signed agreement in which the duration of 
the lease was accidentally omitted. On the other hand, it was 
equally clear, that, if a signed agreement stated that the terms 
were to be those contained in another specified document, parol 
evidence was admissible to identify the document referred to, 
and after such identification the two could be read together as a 
single document. This doctrine was expressly laid down, in 
Clinan v. Cooke, by Lord Redesdale, who said, that, if the ad- 
vertisement had been referred to in the agreement, parol evi- 
dence would have been admissible to identify it. And in Dobell 
v. Hutchinson (3 Ad. & Ell. 355), letters referring to a bargain, 
and to the conditions of sale, were held to be sufficiently con- 
nected with a copy of the conditions which supplied the defects 
in the statement of the contract as contained in the correspond- 
ence. Many other cases might be cited to the same effect, 
where one document is referred to as a written document in 
some letter or other writing signed by the party to be bound. 
Allen v. Bennett (3 Taunt. 167) goes a step further. There a 
contract was signed by the seller's agent, stating price, &e., but 
omitting the buyer’s name. The seller afterwards wrote to his 
agent, referring to the transaction, and mentioning the term of 
credit, and the buyer’s name. These two signed documents 
were read together, the Court gathering from their terms that 
they related to the same transaction, although the subsequent 
letter did not specifically refer to the written memorandum 
itself. The House of Lords has now established and given pre- 
cision to this doctrine. Crawter’s letter referred to the fact of 
instructions having been given, though it did not refer to them 
as being in writing, nor did it appear on the face of the letter 
whether there were any written instructions or not. Upon this 
state of facts, Lord Cranworth laid it down that parol evidence 
was admissible to show that the instructions referred to were in 
writing, and to prove what they were. On this point the 
House of Lords was unanimous, and, on reading the two docu- 
ments together, there was clearly enough to satisfy the statute. 

This being so, it became unnecessary to consider the pleading 
point—for, the statute being satisfied, it mattered not whether 
the defendant was or was not at liberty to rely upon it. The 
doctrine of Lord Cranworth in the Court below does not, how- 
ever, seem to have been doubted; and it may, therefore, still be 
considered law that a defendant denying a contract need not put 
in his answer an express reference to the Statute of Frauds. 
Lord Cranworth, indeed, said, in his first judgment, that it 
would be absurd to do so; but, nevertheless, it is, and will pro- 
bably ex abundanti cautelé continue to be, the practice of 
pleaders, to guard themselves in all cases by claiming in terms 
the benefit of the statute. 





Winpinc-up Acts—ContTrinuTtory—TRANSFER TO INFANT. 


Re Electric Telegraph Company (Ireland), Reid’s Case, 
5 W. R. 854. 

The rights and liabilities of infant shareholders in public 
companies have been discussed in several cases, both at common 
law and in equity ; and the general conclusion to be drawn from 
the reported decisions is, that the Legislature, in the various 
Acts relating to such bodies, did not intend to alter the legal 
status of infants in respect of contracts with them as share- 
holders or otherwise. In the case of Newry and Enniskillen 
Railway Company v. Combe (5 Railw. Cas. 633), the Court of 
Exchequer held, that an infant had a good defence to an action 
for calls against him as a shareholder, the plea being that the 
defendant became the holder of the shares by subscription, and 
that, at the time of his subscribing for the shares and of the 
making of the calls, he was an infant, and that whilst he was 
an infant he disaffirmed the contract, of which the plaintiffs had 
notice. A plea of infancy to such an action ought always to 
show that the defendant had repudiated the contract, on or be- 
fore his attaining full age. (See The Birkenhead, §c., Company v. 
Pilcher, 6 Railw. Cas. 622; and 7'he Leeds, §c., Company v. 
Fearnley, 5 Railw. Cas. 644.) Equity has followed the same rule. 
(See Litchfield’s case, 3 De G. & Sme. 143). In Reid's case, a 
shareholder had transferred his shares to his son, who at the date 
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of the transfer was, and still remained, a minor. The son was 
subsequently made a director, and had not repudiated his shares. 
The company was now being wound up, and the present appli- 
eation was made to strike the father off the list of contributories, 
on the ground that the transfer to the son was valid, as he con- 
tended that mere infancy, without repudiation, was not suf- 
ficient to render it void. The Master of the Rolls refused the 
application, as he had no doubt that, in any case of an infant 
shareholder, the infant had a right to elect whether he would 
accept or not; and the Court, exercising its discretion for him, 
could not hesitate to repudiate where the company was in- 
solvent. His Honour, therefore, held that the transfer of the 
shares to the son did not constitute him a shareholder. 


EqurtABLe WastE—ORNAMENTAL TIMBER—OBLIGATION TO 
REBUILD. 
Micklethwait v. Micklethwait, 5 W. R. 861. 


A novel and interesting question affecting the doctrine of the 
Court with respect to equitable waste arose in this case—viz. 
whether, if an owner in fee of an estate with a mansion-house 
upon it and trees planted for ornament to the house, pulls 
down the mansion-house without any intention of rebuilding it, 
a tenant for life under his will is entitled to cut down the orna- 
mental trees. The Lords Justices held that he was entitled. 
The trees having been planted for ornament to the man- 
sion-house, their Lordships considered that the doctrine of 
equitable waste did not require that the trees should be pre- 
served for ornament to the estate when the house was pulled 
down—Turner, L. J., observing, that, where there were doubts 
whether trees were planted for ornament or not, the existence of 
the mansion-house geners}ly furnished a criterion for determin- 
ing the point. The principle of the doctrine of equitable waste 
was thus explained by his Lordship :—‘ At law, a tenant for 
life without impeachment of waste has the absolute power and 
dominion over the timber upon the estate; but the Court con- 
trols him in the exercise of that power; and it does so because 
it will not permit an unconscientious use to be made of a legal 
power. It regards such an unconscientious use of a legal power 
as an abuse and not as a use of it. When, therefore, the Court 
is called upon in cases of this description, it is bound, in 
the first place, to consider whether there are any special 
circumstances to affect the conscience of the tenant for life; 
for, in the absence of such special circumstances, it cannot be 
unconscientious in him to avail himself of the power which the 
testator vested in him.” In the present case, the Court was of 
opinion that there was nothing to affect the conscience of the 
tenant for life, as the devisor himself had pulled down the 
mansion-house, and there was no evidence to show that he 
intended that the trees surrounding it should remain standing 
for ornament. There has been much more difficulty in apply- 
ing than in establishing the principle enunciated by L. J. 
Turner. The mere contiguity of trees to the mansion-house 
does not of itself necessarily decide the question, whether or not 
they are to be considered as ornamental. According to the re- 
ported cases, timber in plantations, vistas, avenues, and in all 
the rides about an estate for ten miles around the house, or 
clumps of trees at two miles distance, may be deemed ornamen- 
tal, so as to make it equitable waste to cut them down. Nor 
did Lord Eldon (in Lord Downshire v. Sandys, 6 Ves. 149) think 
the Court competent to decide on the question of taste— 
whether, in fact, any particular plantations or trees were orna- 
mental or otherwise. ‘If the testator,” said his Lordship, ‘ had 
gratified his own taste by planting for ornament, though he 
had adopted the species the most disgusting to the tenant for 
life, and the most agreeable to the tenant in tail, and, upon the 
competition between those parties, the Court should see that the 
tenant for life was right, and the other wrong, in point of taste, 
yet the taste of the testator, like his will, binds them ; and it is 
not competent to them to substitute another species of orna- 
ment for that which the testator designed. The question, which 
is the most fit method of clothing an estate, cannot be safely 
trusted to the Court.” Observing upon this decision, Knight 
Bruce, L. J., said that perhaps a state of circumstances could 
be imagined in which the timber would, in the absence of any 
express direction in a will or an instrument governing the title, 
be protected as ornamental without reference to any former, or 
present, or intended residence or use, and independently of any 
such consideration ; of which, however, his Lordship appeared 
to entertain some doubt. Indeed, Lord Hidon’s decision in the 
case of Lord Downshire v. Sandys cannot be considered to sup- 
port such a proposition, as in that case the mansion-house was 
standing; and that being so, the case is only important as 
showing the length to which the Court stretched the principle 





of equitable waste as applied to ornamental tithber, and the care 
which it takes to carry out as far as possible the intention of 


settlors. 
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Professional ~ ‘Entelligence, 


METROPOLITAN & PROVINCIAL LAW ASSOCIATION 
Our advertising columns contain the programme of proceed- 
ings at the Meeting of this Association to be held at Manchester. 
It will be noticed, that the days selected for the Meeting have 
been altered from the 7th and 8th to the 8th and 9th October, 
1857, in consequence of the Royal Proclamation appointing 
Wednesday, the 7th of October, for a day of Solemn Fast. 








INCORPORATED LAW SOCIETY. 
(Continued from page 8380.) 
VII. Legal Education and Examination. 


Classical Examination.—-The Council some time ago received 
suggestions for extending the requirements at the examination 
of candidates for admission on the roll; and in their previous 
reports they stated the conclusions at which they had arrived— 
namely, to recommend to the judges to authorise an examina- 
tion, either before or during the articles of clerkship, or before 
admission, for the purpose of ascertaining that the candidates 
possessed an adequate degree of knowledge of the Latin and 
French languages, and of English History, Geography, Arith- 
metic, and Book-keeping. A memorial to this effect has been 
prepared. 

Prizes and Certificates of Merit—The Examiners often re- 
gretted, that, whilst they felt compelled at each examination 
to reject several candidates, who were unable to answer satis- 
factorily one-half of the fifteen questions in the three essential 
departments of Common Law, Conveyancing, and Equity, 
they were unable to award any distinction to those who passed 
their legal examination in a superior manner. After much 
consideration, and with the concurrence of the Masters of all 
the courts, who are ew-officio Examiners, the Council, on the 
part of the society, deemed it expedient, in order to encourage 
the careful study of the law by the candidates for examination, 
preparatory to their admission on the roll of attorneys, to pro- 
pose that the Examiners should select the names of such 
candidates, not exceeding three, under the age of twenty-six, 
as in passing their examination should appear to have deserved 
distinction, with a view to the Council presenting to such 
candidates a prize of books, or any other testimonial which 
might be deemed fit. : 

This proposition has been attended with beneficial results, 
In Michaelmas Term last, the examiners selected only one 
candidate for a prize of books; in Hilary Term, three were 
selected ; and in Easter Term, three prizes were again awarded; 
and it having been observed that some of the candidates, though 
not entitled to a prize, were but little inferior to those who 
obtained it, the Examiners reported four more whom they deemed 
entitled to a certificate of merit, and this recommendation has 
been accordingly carried into effect. In Trinity Term two 
prizes and three certificates of merit have been granted; 
making during the year nine prizes and seven certificates of 
merit. The names of these candidates are stated in an Appendix 
to this Report. 

On this subject the Council are much gratified in adding 
that the honourable Society of Clifford’s-inn, one of the ancient 
Inns of Chancery, has recently come to the following resolu- 
tion :— 

“That, in order to promote and encourage the efficient study of the 
law, a sum, not exceeding twenty guineas, be given by this society in 
Michaelmas Term yearly, during the pleasure of the Principal and Rules, 
to provide one or more testimonials for such of the candidates as, in 
passing their examination during the year, for the purpose of being 
admitted on the roll of attorneys and solicitors, shall, in the opinion of 
the Examiners, merit distinction; and that the Council of the ‘ Incorpo- 
rated Law Society’ be requested and empowered to apply the before- 
mentioned sum in the purchase of books for such candidates, or in any 
other manner they may deem suitable; the said annual gift to be dis- 
tinguished as ‘The Prize of the Honourable Society of Clitford’s-inn.’” 

The Council have had under their consideration several ques- 
tions from time to time on the mode and sufficiency of service of 
articles of clerkship, where the clerks have been engaged in 
other business than that of the attorneys to whom they are 
articled, such as agents to insurance companies, or holding 
appointments as coroners, clerks to magistrates or boards of 
guardians. These questions are properly within the province 
of the examiners, to whom the parties have been referred; and 
they have been reminded of the 12th section of the 6 & 7 Vict. 
c. 73, which enacts “that the clerk must, during the whole 
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term of service, be actually employed by fhe attorney to whom 
he is afticled in the proper business, practice, or employment of 
an attorney or solicitor.” 

Questions have also been raised regarding the qualification 
of articled clerks to be admitted on the roll of attorneys :—I1st. 
Whether a Master of Arts could be admitted, after three years’ 
service, like a Bachelor of Arts, or Bachelor of Laws, under the 
6 & 7 Vict. c. 73, s. 7. This point has been decided in the 
negative by a judge at chambers. 2nd. Whether a gentleman 
in deacon’s orders could be articled, examined, and admitted 
on the roll of attorneys and solicitors. There is no statute or 
decision expressly on the subject; but as deacons cannot be 
called to the bar, nor become proctors, the question will be 
submitted to the court when the candidate applies for examina- 
tion and admission, 

(To be continued.) 
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Correspondence, 


—_——— 


EDINBURGH.—(From our own Correspondent.) 


Several legal appointments are at present vacant in Scotland, 
although none of them are very important. The office of Re- 
gistrar of Sasines became vacant some time ago by the death of 
Mr. Pringle, of Whytbank; and the Substitute Sheriffships of 
Cupar-Fife and the Western District of Perthshire became 
vacant about the middle of August, by the deaths respec- 
tively of Mr. Grant and Mr. Cross. Of course, whether the 
offices be small or great, there are always found plenty of can- 
didates eager for appointment to them, and, accordingly, rumour 
has been busy in reference tu these candidates. It is said that 
Sir William Gibson Craig has been offered the office of Regis- 
trar of Sasines, and has refused it. How far this rumour con- 
tains any truth, we cannot say. We have heard no other per- 
son named. It is also said that Mr. John Grahame, advocate, 
has been nominated to the Sheriff Substituteship of the West- 
ern District of Perthshire; and rumour is so consistent upon 
this point, that we think the fact may be taken for granted. It 
may be that the consent of the heads of the court which is re- 
quired for the final confirmation of the appointment has not 
yet been obtained; but there is no probability of any difficulty 
upon this point, for Mr. Grahame has already shown that he is 
quite fit for the duties of the office—having discharged similar 
duties in Edinburgh for a considerable time, on behalf of one of 
the Sheriff Substitutes there, who was absent from bad health. 
The salary attached to the office is said to be £500 a year, 
and the duties are known to be very light. No one has 
been named in an equally confident way as having obtained the 
appointment to Cupar, and so many are spoken of that it is 
evident that nothing is fixed. But it is rumoured to-day that 
the procurators before the Court have memorialised the sheriff 
against appointing a young advocate to the office, and have 
hinted at the propriety of selecting a Sheriff Substitute from their 
own body. It is to be hoped, however, that the sheriff will not 
listen to any representation of this kind. The bar is un- 
doubtedly the best body from which to select county judges, 
and the appointments which have hitherto been made from the 
bodies of procurators practising before the sheriff courts have not 
been fortunate, as, indeed, might have been expected. It is not 
necessary that an inexperienced advocate should be appointed— 
the salary, which is £700 a year, ought to be sufficient to secure 
a judge of respectable capacity. 

Besides these appointments, which have all become vacant by 
death, it has been stated very confidently within the last few 
days, that it has become necessary to appoint a new Sheriff Sub- 
stitute in Glasgow, on account of the increase of business there, 
with a salary of £700 a year. The appointment is in the hands 
of the Sheriff Principal, as should have been mentioned before, 
subject to a veto on the part of the heads of the Court; and the 
course to be followed by Sir Archibald Alison, who is the Sheriff 
of Glasgow on the present occasion, is looked forward to with con- 
siderable anxiety—for the two last appointments made by him 
are not considered very happy. It is reported that he means to 
move the present Sheriff of Falkirk, Mr. Robertson, to Glasgow. 
If so, Sir Archibald will, at all events, avoid the dangers arising 
from the appointment of an untried judge. It has also been 
stated that Sir Archibald means to appoint Mr. Charles Robert- 
son, advocate; but there must be some mistake about this, and 
the other arrangement appears to be much more probable. If 
carried out, it would leave Falkirk open, which would give the 
Sheriff of Stirlingshire an appointment. 








Review. 


The Practice of the Court of Chancery, with an Appendix of 
Forms and Precedents of Costs adapted to the last New Orders. 
By Joun Sipyey Smiru, Esq., M.A., Barrister-at-Law, 
Author of “A Treatise on the Principles of Equity.” Sixth 
Edition, revised and enlarged. London: W. Maxwell, H. 
Sweet, and Stevens & Norton. Dublin: Hodges, Smith, & 
Co. 1857. 

The sixth edition of this work, which has recently appeared, 
has been so extensively revised and enlarged as to be in sub- 
stance a new book. More than twenty years ago the author 
published the first edition of his “ Practice of the Court of 
Chancery,” and, after rapidly getting through that and a sub- 
sequent edition, he issued the work in the year 1844, in the 
form in which it has until recently been most generally known. 
Mr. Smith was very unfortunate in the time which he selected 
for the publication of his third edition. Almost immediately 
after its appearance the Orders of 1845 were promulgated, by 
which many important alterations were made in the practice of 
the Court. From that time to the present the procedure of the 
Court of Chancery has undergone a multitude of changes, which 
have tended to make the old edition of our author’s Practice to 
a great extent obsolete. The second edition of ‘“ Daniell’s 
Practice,” which came out after the Orders of 1845, and which, 
unlike the edition of the same work of the present year, was a 
careful and useful treatise, rather threw into the shade the less 
opportune work which had preceded it by so short, though so 
important, an interval; and those who still consulted Mr. 
Smith’s book were seriously hampered by the fact that it had 
appeared too soon to allow of the incorporation of the materials 
which had been worked into the text of Daniell. Since 1844, 
Mr. Smith has issued two editions of a handbook embodying 
the recent practice, and intended to be supplementary to the old 
Chancery Practice. All these materials are now combined in the 
volume of the present year, together with such additional matter 
as the more recent decisions on the practice under the Chancery 
Improvement Acts have rendered necessary. The author is as 
happy in the date of the present edition as he was unfortunate 
in that of 1844; for, although we hope that the amendment of 
the Court of Chancery has not yet come to an end, there can be 
no doubt that the working of the modern statutes, as inter- 
preted by judicial decisions, has brought the procedure 
to a condition which cannot but contain the elements of 
stability. The grand requisites of a work on practice are clear- 
ness and brevity of statement, and conscientiousness in collect- 
ing and comparing the innumerable decisions which form the 
ultimate guide of the practitioner. Under both these heads 
Mr. Smith’s work contrasts favourably with others that have 
been offered to the Profession. The volume, though thick, is 
swelled by the quantity of matter which it contains, and not 
by tiresome disquisitions or inappropriate digressions on the 
policy of the law. ‘Throughout, the aim of the writer has 
obviously been to give the greatest possible amount of informa- 
tion in the smallest compass; and though it may seem whim- 
sical to attribute the virtue of brevity to a ponderous book of 
1,100 pages, the reader who opens it by chance again and again 
is pretty certain to light upon nothing but short, explicit state- 
ments of points of practice, just sufficient to guide the practi- 
tioner, and without any pretence of a more ambitious kind. 

A long experience of a treatise of this kind, by which its accu- 
racy may be repeatedly tested in actual business, is the 
only certain evidence of the completeness with which all the 
dry details of Chancery practice have been incorporated in the 
text; but, so far as we can judge by the acquaintance which 
we have been able to make with it by mere reading, we feel 
tolerably safe in saying that the author has done his work in a 
thoroughly conscientious manner. We have looked for omis- 
sions in tie quarters where they were most to be expected, and 
have been most agreeably disappointed in our search. An abso- 
lutely perfect book of practice is as much an impossibility as 
perpetual motion; but if an occasional oversight may be de- 
tected here and there by some lynx-eyed critic, we are satisfied 
that they will not be due to the want of honest and labori- 
ous research on the part of the author. In the portion of the 
work which relates to the more modern innovations of the last 
few years, the omissions of reported cases which we have been 
able to detect are extremely rare, and we have scarcely found 
one instance of such a character as materially to affect the gene- 
ral summary given in the text. On one point, indeed—namely, 
the practice of amending an abated or defective bill so as to 
dispense with supplementary proceedings—we should have been 
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glad to find some reference to the course suggested by the cases 
of Price v. Hamblett (1 W. R. 363) and Stuart v. Sturgis (2 W. 
R. 641); but, with this exception, we know no part of the new 
practice on which satisfactory information as to the latest deci- 
sions may not be found in Mr. Smith’s pages. We might men- 
tion a few other decisions which have not been cited, and which 
might with advantage have been added to the references; but 
they appear to have been omitted in general as being substan- 
tial repetitions of other judgments, rather than from negligence 
or ignorance on the part of the author; and, as our object is to 
describe the character of the work, and not to point out every 
minute particular in which we should have been disposed to add 
still further to the cases collected by the author, it is enough to 
say that no substantial point on the new practice, with the single 
exception which we have noticed, is left, so far as we can ascer- 
tain, without due notice in the text, and a reference to the most 
important decisions by which it has been established. A 
curious instance of the anxiety with which the author has 
laboured to make his work complete, is afforded by a note ap- 
pended to the very short list of errata which have escaped the 
correction of the press. In this note, the author observes, that 
he has been informed by some members of the bar that the 
rule against giving costs personally against an unsuccessful 
respondent on an appeal has been departed from; but that, 
having searched in vain for any reported case to that effect, he 
had not ventured to make any variation in the statement of the 
practice introduced into the text of his work. We believe that 
Mr. Smith showed judgment in leaving the text as it stood, al- 
though he appears not to have discovered one of the cases to 
which his informant probably referred. The only decisions of 
which we are aware, in which the validity of the old rule has 
been called in question, are Martin v. Pycroft (1 W. R. 58, 
and 2 De G. Mac. & G. 785), and Langford v. May (1 W. R. 
484). In the former of these (which is cited by Mr. Smith), a 
decision of the Court below was given refusing specific perform- 
ance, on the ground that the Statute of Frauds was not satisfied. 
On appeal, this judgment was reversed, and it became necessary 
to go into vivd voce evidence on an entirely distinct defence, 
which point was ultimately decided in favour of the plaintiff 
appellant. The Court gave the costs, not of the whole appeal, 
but only of the vivdé voce examination; and the Chancellor 
observed, that, in doing so, the Court was not interfering with 
the rule (if there was such a rule) that a successful appellant 
cannot have costs. It was therefore not a decision against the old 
rule, although some doubt was certainly thrown uponit. In Lang- 
Jord v. May (as reported in 1 W. R. 484), there was also a vivd 
voce examination, but the costs given seem to have included the 
whole costs of the appeal, limited, however, to a fixed sum. 
This case has escaped the notice of Mr. Smith; but we do not 
think that it affords any sufficient ground for varying the state- 
ment in his text—that, if a decree is reversed, it is not the prac- 
tice to order the respondent personally to pay costs, if he has 
confined himself to the appeal, and has not opened the whole case. 
Lang ford v. May was evidently an exceptional case, in which new 
viva voce evidence was gone into; and though it would doubt- 
less have been cited if the author had not overlooked it, the 
omission is not a very serious defect, while the candid manner 
in which the subject is noticed is perhaps the best proof that 
could be given of the conscientious spirit in which the author 
has worked. We ought not to omit that a Chapter on Costs, 
which has been added to the present edition, promises to supply 
a want which has been often felt ; and that a collection of useful 
precedents and forms is given in the Appendix. A full Chapter 
is also devoted to the now important practice in the Judges’ 
Chambers. Altogether, the work strikes us as being most 
creditable to the author, and likely to take its place as a standard 
guide of the Chancery practitioner. 


— 
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Judicial Business Report. 
EVIDENCE OF MR. CHARLES JAMES PALMER 
ABRIDGED. 

I am a member of the firm of Palmer, Palmer, & Bull, late 
Palmer, France, & Palmer. I am extensively engaged in 
agency business: in the home counties principally, and also in 
Hampshire. With reference to any re-arrangement of the cir- 
cuits, I do not think it is necessary upon the Home, except, 
perhaps, in Surrey, to have another assize for civil business ; 
but it is necessary for criminal business, especially in Kent, 
where of late we have had a winter assize, and sometimes in 
Sussex. This last winter there was one in Sussex. The cri- 








minal business in Kent is, I may say, enormous, although a 
large number of prisoners go to the Central Criminal Court 
twelve times a year. But I think that for civil business two 
circuits are sufficient. I do not think that there is a necessity 
for increasing the number of circuits for civil business, because 
certainly upon the Home Circuit, notwithstanding what has 
been said as to the Northern Circuit, the civil business hag 
vastly decreased in point of number of causes. There are not 
many heavy cases, and, from my experience, I think that now 
very few causes go down to trial upon the Home Circuit, except 
in Surrey, unless there really is something to try. I can re- 
member the time when the question of property in a hedge, a 
ditch, or the cutting of a bough would cause as much litigation 
as any mercantile question now; but that has all gone by. 
The time occupied in trying the civil business of the Home Cir- 
cuit has undoubtedly diminished: we used to allow a week for 
Sussex, and at the last assizes only two days were allowed, and 
yet all the business was got through. From my knowledge of the 
Hampshire business, I do not think that a third assize is neces- 
sary. I think, as regards the Home Circuit, Hampshire might 
be added to it. I think Essex might be thrown into the Nor- 
folk Circuit. The part of the Home Circuit north of the 
Thames, I would put into the Norfolk Circuit; and I think 
throughout the kingdom the circuits might be altered. The Nor- 
folk Circuit, I believe, is the shortest in point of time, the Oxford 
Circuit is longer. With regard to London business, I think three 
judges sitting in banco would be quite sufficient. I think, that, 
in all cases, there ought to be an odd number of judges presiding 
in banco, so as to avoid the possibility of having a tie. I have 
a case now kefore me, which has gone up to the House of Lords, 
which was argued first before eight judges in error, and upon 
that case there was a tie of two fours. The case was re-argued 
before ten judges, and then I was informed that there was a tie of 
two fives; but, after some time, the Court of Error gave judg- 
ment. Nine judges gave their judgment, and the numbers were 
six and three. I am speaking of the case of Billitter v. Young— 
that case is gone up to the House of Lords. Lord Wensleydale 
gave an opinion in the minority. Since he has been called up 
to the House of Lords, that case has gone up to the House of 
Lords. Wherever a tie occurs in the sittings in banco, I cannot 
say that it amounts to a refusal of justice. It amounts, in point 
of fact, to an injustice, because the party who has brought up 
his appeal can get no final judgment upon his appeal. I cannot 
refer to many cases of a tie, because I admit that it seldom 
happens, but still it does happen. There should be the possibi- 
lity, at all events, when a case goes up to appeal, of there being 
a binding judgment upon it. My opinion is, that three judges 
in banco would be quite sufficient; aud I refer to the court of 
appeal in the Court of Chancery, where, at most, there are 
never more than three judges, and seldom more than two. At 
times, the Lord Chancellor calls in the assistance of the Lords 
Justices; but, as I said before, at most there are only three 
judges; and, taking the Lord Chancellor’s Court as the highest 
court of appeal in the Court of Chancery, I think that three 
judges in the common law courts would be quite sufficient. I think 
that the business at chambers requires alteration in many re- 
spects. I think that a great deal of the business which now 
comes before the judge at chambers might go before somebody 
else—say one of the masters ; because we know very well that 
there are a great many trumpery applications—summonses for 
times to plead, summonses for particulars, and a variety of 
other summonses, which take up a vast deal of the judges’ time, 
and upon which anybody could decide. I clearly recollect its 
being tried once. It was in the old Serjeants’-inn Hall. Master 
Walker attended with the vacation judge. I believe that gave 
very great satisfaction. I think that it might be left to the 
discretion of the judges’ clerk, upon granting the summons, 
whether that summons should be made returnable before a 
judge, or whether it should be made returnable before a master 
sitting in chambers. I think that arrangement would be ac- 
ceptable. It would be upon common matters, of course. Let 
a matter that requires the judge’s decision, by all means go 
before the judge. With regard to the number of causes which 
are tried, 1 think a vast number of those causes might be tried 
before some other tribunal. It is a difficulty certainly, now, 
since the County Court Act, to suggest before whom those causes 
might be tried. The county courts have now jurisdiction up to 
the amount of £50, or beyond it by consent. Take a builder's 
bill, or a carpenter's bill, or a bill for clothes amounting to £50, 
and it will be a matter of very considerable discussion and very 
considerable inquiry; whereas, a jeweller’s account for £500 
may be constituted of only one or two items; therefore, why 
should not the latter cause be tried before somebody? As the 
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business at chambers now stands, I think that the time given 
to it is insufficient. I think that the business at Nisi Prius 
might be altered by doing away with the different sittings, that 
is to say, the second and third sitting, and so on, and giving 
notice of trial for a particular day; and in town causes, I 
would suggest that that could be carried out in this way—that 
the cause should be set down before notice of trial is given, and 
that the marshal, at the time the cause is set down, should 
name a day for which notice of trial should be given. The 
marshal or the associate can always judge pretty well what the 
causes are like. Set the cause down for a day named ; then give 
notice to the opposite party that the cause has been set down, 
and is appointed to be tried on such aday. I think that causes 
of a trifling nature, for the mere recovery of debts, might be 
tried during the long vacation with convenience to the public 
and to the profession. 





Court Papers, 
Queen’s 3 Bench. 


Srrrme@s at Nist Prius, in Middlesex and London, before the Right Hon. 
Joun Lorp CaMpBELL, Lord Chief Justice of her Majesty’s Court of 
Queen’s Bench, in and after MicHaELMAs TERM, 1857. 




















IN TERM. 
In Middlesex. 
Ist Sitting Tuesday, Nov. 3 
2nd ,, Friday, Nov. 13 
3rd ,, Friday, Nov. 20 
For undefended causes only. 
In London. 
Ist Sitting. Wednesday, Nov. 11 
2nd ,, Wednesday, Nov. 18 
AFTER TERM. 
In Middlesex. In London. 
Thursday ........ccceereee «se. Nov. 26 | Wednesday Dec. 9 
The Court will sit at 10 o'clock every day. . 


The Causes in the list for each of the above sitting days in Term, if not 
disposed of on those days, will be tried by adjournment on the days fol- 
lowing each of such sitting days. 


Common Pleas. 

SittinGs at Nist Privs, in Middlesex and London, before the Right Hon 
Sir ALEXANDER Epmunp Cocxsurn, Knt., Lord Chief Justice of her 
Majesty’s Court of Common Pleas at Westminster, in and after 
MICHAELMAS TERM, 1857. 








IN TERM. 
ee London. 
Nov. 6 Wednesday scccecccccceseorce Nov. 11 
Friday Nov. 13 | Wed y Nov. 18 
AFTER TERM. 
Middlesex. London, 
Thursday .......... Nov. 26 | Wednesd Dec. 9 





The Court will sit during and after Term at 10 o'clock. 

The Causes in the list for each of the above sitting days in Term, if not 
disposed of on those days, will be tried by adjournment on the days fol- 
lowing each of such sitting days. 


Crhequer of Pleas. 
Sittmnes at Nist Privs, in Middlesex and London, before the Right Hon. 


Sir FrepErick Potiock, Knt., Lord Chief Baron of her Majesty's Court 
of Exchequer, in and after MicHaELMAs TERM, 1857. 

















IN TERM. 

In Middlesex. 
Ist Sitting Tuesday, Nov. 3 
2nd ,, Friday, Nov. 13 
3rd, Friday, Nov. 20 

In London. 

Ist Sitting Wednesday, Nov. 11 
2nd ,, Wednesday, Nov. 18 
AFTER TERM. 

Middlesex. London. 


Thursday . _ Nov. 26 | Wednesd Dec. 9 
The Court will sit in and after Term at 10 0 "clock. 

The Court will sit in Middlesex, at Nisi Prius, in Term, by adjourn- 
ment from day to day until the Causes entered for the respective Middle- 


sex Sittings are disposed of. 
—_—-—__>—-- —— 
Births, Marriages, and Deaths. 
BIRTHS. 


BILTON—On Sept. 28, at Brixton, Surrey, the wife of Thomas William 
Bilton, Esq., Solicitor, of a daughter. 

COOPER—On Sept. 23, at Heavitree, Exeter, the wife of Edward P. 
Cooper, Esq., Barr’ ister-at-Law, prematurely, of a son, which survived 
its birth a few hours only. 

DOWNER—0n Sept. 25, at The Hermitage, Petworth, Sussex, the wife of 
William Downer, Esq., Solicitor, of a son. 

FARRER—On Sept. 30, the wife of William James Farrer, Esq., of 24 
Bolton-street, Piccadilly, and 66 Lincoln's-inn-fields, of a daughter. 

GALE—On Oct. 1, at 32 Burton-street, Eaton-square, Mrs. Frederick 
Gale, of a son. 

GREENWOOD—On Sept. 28, at Surbiton, Surrey, the wife of Henry 
pe lly Greenwood, of Lincoln’s-inn, Esq., Barrister-at-Law, of a 

ughter. 

SCUDAMORE—On Sept, 29, at Maidstone, the wife of Frederick Scuda- 
more, Esq., of a son. 








THRING—On Sept. 25, at 28 Chester-terrace, Regent’s-park, the wife of 
Henry Thring, Esq., Barrister-at-Law, of a son, stillborn. 


MARRIAGES. 


BATEMAN—BICKNELL—On Oct. 1, at St. James's, Piccadilly, by the 
Rev. John Bateman, Rector of East and West Leake, Notts, assisted by 
the Rev. John Fitz Herbert Bateman, Fellow of St. John’s College, 
Cambridge, Thomas Osborne Bateman, Esq., of Chaddesden Moor, and 
of Hartington-hall, Derbyshire, to Fanny Hanham, second daughter of 
the late William Lawrence Bicknell, Esq., of Lincoln's-inn. 

COOPER—JONES—On Sept. 26, at St. Mary’ s, Westminster, by the Rev. 
Abraham Borradaile, Charles Frederick Cooper, Esq., Master R.N., son 
of the late George Cooper, Esq., Surgeon R.N., to Emily Ann, second 
daughter of the late Thomas Rogers Jones, Esq., Solicitor, of Swansea. 

DRUMMOND—THACKER—On Sept. 22, at St. George’s, Hanover-square, 
by the Rev. Hugh Weightman, M.A., John Drummond, of Croydon, 
Surrey, Solicitor, to Mary Elizabeth, second daughter of the late William 
— Esq., late of Muchall-hall, in the parish of Penn, Stafford- 


JACESON—HOPE—On Sept. 26, at St. Andrew's Church, Holborn, by 
the Rev. W. F. Hales, Edwin Jackson, Esq., of H.M.T.C. Office, to Jane, 
youngest daughter of B. Hope, Esq., ‘Solicitor and Proctor, Ely-place. 

MOSSOP—SKELTON—On Sept. 24, at St. Matthews, Sutton-bridge, Lin- 
colnshire, by the Rev. Charles Mossop, Vicar of Etton, Northampton- 
shire, uncle of the bridegroom, assisted by the Rev. T. D. Young, Mr. 
Charles Mossop, Solicitor, 60 Moorgate-street, to Ellen, second daughter 
of Spencer Skelton, Esq., of Sutton-bridge. 

PARKER—THORP—On Sept. 26, at Twyford, Bucks, by the Rev. Wil- 
liam Perkins, M.A., uncle to the bride, William Parker, Solicitor, of 
Thame, Oxon, to Mary Frances, daughter of the late John Thorp, of 
Thame, Apothecary. 

SHAW—TRIPP—On Sept. 26, at St. Pancras Church, Thomas William 
Shaw, Esq., to Mary Smith, youngest daughter of the late Robert 
Tripp, Esq. 

DEATHS. 


HARRISON—On Sept. 27, R. H. Harrison, Esq., late of Tanfield-court, 
Bencher of the Inner Temple, aged 80. 

OTTLEY—On Sept. 24, at Norfoik-crescent, Hyde-park, aged 65, Miss 
Elizabeth Ottley, daughter of Drewery Ottley, Esq., many years Presi- 
dent and Chief Justice of the Island of St. Vincent, and sister of the 
late Sir Richard Ottley, Chief Justice of Ceylon. 

PRAED—On Sept. 25, at the London Inn, Exeter, aged 60, William Mack- 
pee Praed, Esq., of Delamore and Bitton House, both in the county 
of Devon. 


Unclaimed Stock in the Bank of England, 


The Amount of Stock heretofore standi ‘n the foll g Names will be 
transferred to the Parties claiming the. phn unless ‘other Claimants 
appear within Three Months :— 


Bucktanp, Rev. Wittram, Christ Church, Oxford, and Witt1am Heyry 
MERLE, Esq., Park-st., Westminster, £514: 5:9 New 3 per Cents. — 
Claimed by W1LL1AM HENRY MERLE, the survivor. 

Forster, WILLIAM JOHN, Esq., Newcastle-upon-Tyne, £1,077 : 8: 2 Re- 
duced.—Claimed by W1LL1AM Joun Forster. 

Gates, Potty, Spinster, Stratford-green, Essex, £55 New 22. 10s. per 
Cents.—Claimed by CHArLoTre Lewis, Spinster, sole executrix of 
WILLIAM WILSON, who was the sole executor. 

How.ett, Wit11AM, Farmer, Weston, Norfolk, £300 Consols.—Claimed 
by Epwarp HEATH, administrator. 

Jones, Henry, Gent., Abbotswood, Brockworth, Gloucestershire, and 
Artuur HamMMonp JENKINS, Gent., Gloucester, £100 Consols.—Claimed 
by Henry Jones and Artuur HAMMOND JENKINS. 

QuakE, ALFRED Brain, Gent., Matching, Essex, £248 : 
Claimed by ALFRED BRAIN QUARE. 

YorkKE, Juttana Carowiye, Spinster, Bircham-house, Newland, Glou- 
——— £225: 19: 8 Consols—Claimed by JuLIANA CAROLINE 

ORKE, 








14: 11 Consols— 





<> 
w 


Weirs at Law and Pert of Kin. 
Advertised for in the London Gazette and elsewhere during the Week. 
DansurGuy, Epwarp THreopore, Esq., late of 22 Gloucester-ter., Kent 
sington, deceased.—JOHANN DanBurRGHY, a native of Hungary (bro- 
ther of the deceased), or, if dead, his next of kin, to apply to Pember- 
ton & Moojen, Solicitors, 8 Southampton-st., Bloomsbury-sq. 
Patrick, THomas (supposed to be d 1), formerly residing in Liver- 
pool, and employed as an engineer.—His next of kin to apply to Messrs. 
Colmore & Beale, 30 Waterloo-st., Birmingham. 


fMonev Market, 


CITY, Fripay Eventne. 

The variable aspeet of news from the East Indies has im- 
parted some degree of fluctuation to the English Funds, but the 
closing prices this afternoon show very little difference from as 
day week. ‘he difference is an advance of from } to 
Cent. Consols at the close of business are quoted 90} to 903. 
Money is in more active demand than for several weeks past, 
and at very full rates. The foreign Stock Market has shown 
considerable activity. Prices have been generally well sup- 
ported. Turkish 6 per Cents. have advanced. 

From the Bank of England return for the week ending the 
26th September, 1857, which we give below, it appears that 
the amount of notes in circulation is £19,142,120, being an 
increase of £240,905, aud the stock of bullion in both depart- 
ments is £11,276,088, showing an increase of £87,528 when 
compared with the previous week. 
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By the Parana West India Mail Packet specie has been 
received to the amount of £343,431, but a large amount has 
been sent to the continent. The payment to the public of the 
October dividends at the Bank, and of the life annuities at the 
National Debt Office will commence on Wednesday the 14th 
instant. 

The decrease in this quarter’s revenue compared with the cor- 
responding quarter of last year, exceeds £800,000. If an increase 
did not appear from the Post Office, and from one or two 
other secondary heads, the decrease would stand for above a 
million. On Property Tax, the falling off is put down at 
£415,699. In the customs it is £499,959, In the Excise it 
stands at £148,000. 

The returns of the Board of Trade for the month of August 
were favourable, but not so much so as those of previous 
months. In the comparative view of exports there appears 
some falling off in manufactured cottons in August, 1857, com- 
pared with August, 1856—not large, but significant, as indi- 
cating a check in the demand for those articles in the East 
India market. The decrease is £88,865, about 8 per cent. In 
machinery there is a material increase, and also in copper and 
brass, The total comparative increase of exports in the month 
of August is £885,518, about 8 per cent. 

The returns of imported commodities show that the present 
advanced price has led to diminished consumption of sugar, 
cocoa, and several articles:in general use. The very large 
decrease which appears in the importation of wheat and meal, 
and Indian corn, must be chiefly attributed to the effects of an 
abundant harvest and the prospect of a falling market. The 
decrease in August, 1857, compared with August, 1856, in the 
importation of flour and meal, amounts to the difference between 
478,286 ewt. and 72,532 ewt., being about 85 per cent. The 
large importation in August, 1856, was exceptional, The 
year 1855 shows no more than 132,046 cwt. Of manu- 
factured silk the decrease in importation is large. It ap- 
pears that the great increase of price which has followed the 
deficient crops of silk in Europe has led to a falling off in con- 
sumption. Qn the other hand, the importation of raw silk has 
comparatively increased in the last month. 

It is reported from France that the vintage is generally begun, 
and in some places is nearly over, From all parts the accounts 
are hitherto highly favourable. We are assured that the quality 
will be first-rate. Respecting the quantity, more will be known 
shortly, but there seems no doubt that it will be larger than 
was anticipated. France is the only country from which 
favourable reports of this year’s vintage are forthcoming. It is 
stated that, in Portugal, the vine disease has nullified the benefit 
which would have been produced by the favourable weather of 
the present year. From Spain the accounts are less unfayour- 
able, but it is said the result of this year’s vintage will replace 
only in an insignificant degree the admitted deficiencies of 
former years. From Madeira it is reported that the cultivation 
of the vine is for the most part abandoned, and has given place 
to articles, the cultivation of which, it is hoped, will not expose 
the inhabitants of that island to such loss and ruin as the failure 
of the vine has brought upon them. 





English Funds. 
Mon. | Tues. | Wed | Thur. | Fri. 





EnGuisu Funps. Sat. 





Bank Stock ....ssceseeeeeees oes soe | ee 219 (21917) ... 
3 per Cent. Red. Ann. ...) ... coe | one toe | soe ove 
3 per Cent. Cons. Ann....!90$ 90 |90§ 893904 89§/895 903903 3 3) 90} 
New 3 per Cent. Ann. ...| .. obs ove 903 eve a 

New 24 per Cent. Ann....| ... ses soo - ins ese 
5 per Cent. Annuities ...| ... ove ove eee oe eee 
Long Ann. (cap 3 Jan. 5, 

1860 








India Pg 209 10 210 9} Z| IN |e08°10 | 207 
India Bonds (£1,000) . ose «. =: 25s. dis.}18s. dis. 
Do. (under £1,000) ...... vk ae 20s. ‘dis, 25s, dis. 


Exch. Bills (£1,000) suet 6s. dis. 6s. dis. 10s. dis 5s. “dis., 9s. dis. 5a. ‘dis. 
ae Os: “ain 103" dis.|5s, dis.98. dis,/ss. dis. 


| 


Exch. Bills (£500) Mar. 
Exch. Bills (Small) Bar 10s. dis.|10s, dis 9s. dis./10s, dis.\4s. dis.j4s. dis. 








Exch. Bills havea 
Exch. Renee, 1858, 34 
PET LENE. ....r0cccrrereeee one 98§ | 98} ope oe ov 
Exch. Bonds, 1859, “3h 
POL CEM. cccccerscccvccccee| ove 98} oes 98} ovo ote 

















Railway Htock. 





Railways. Sat. } Mon, | Tues, | Wed. | Thur,| Fri, 





Bristol and Exeter «| ... ove ope ove oe ye 
Caledonian ... ++] 64 x dj 844 39... 844 € | 85 4% | 854 
Chester and Holyhead .. ove 33g =| 8393] ... pee nn 
East Anglian... .., ore yee ove te 203 203 
Eastern Union "A stock || *.. op 565 58) oe ‘ee 
East Lancashire ... ...) 92 xdj ... Fiend one ee ae 
Edinburgh and Glasgow} ... sie oor ae 61g 63 
Edin., Perth. & Dundee,| 30 295 p00 28 x d)28 xdi29 xd 
Glasgow & South Western oop ove vee oss ove ore 
Great Northern ... 9747 | 97 ne 974 983 ok 
Gt. South & West. (ire) ws xd aes oe re 97§ 
Great Western... 3 54h 83/584 3 #53 § 4/543 3 4) 553 
Lancashire & Yorkshire . “lee xd) 96 dj] .. wi! # 6/965 33) 973 
Lon., Brighton, & S. Coast) 1033 4 eee 103 2 | 102 102} 3 
4 984 


London & North Western 963 3 964 53) 96 963 € \974 
London and S. Western .} ... 90} 90 90} 90 one 


Man., Shef., and Lincoln] ... 41 ose a 403 3 | 41 
Midland ... ... «+ «| 80h2] ... | 804 ¢ | 804 14] 823 3 | 832 2 
eS ae jnmre Mie hiv sa Got 60 | 603 4 
North British... ... soo 483 9 900 473 x d49§ x dj 49 xd 
North Eastern (Berwick) 913 90%| ... oe 90} 923 | 924 2 
North London ove one one one pom ere pee 
Oxford, Wore. & Wolv. eee 31} 31} 31 iglg 3 2) 
Scottish Cemtral oop oof ove pe ae ak ale eae 
Scot.N.E. ‘Aberdeen Stock “se vop eee ose ove ove 


Shropshire Union... ...|  ... von oes ooo eee wad 
South-Eastern... ...| 65 65§ 65} 64g =| 653 £ | 654 6 
South-Wales ... ++ sol see 845 coe 835 834 84 























Bank of England. 
AN ACCOUNT, PURSUANT TO THE ACT 7TH AND 8TH VICTORIA, C. 32, FOR 
THE WEEK ENDING ON SATURDAY, THE 26TH DAY OF SEPTEMBER, 1857. 
IssuE DEPARTMENT. 

£ 


£ 
Notes issued, + 25,156,280] Goyernment Debt 11,015,100 
Other Securities . 3,459,900 
Gold Coin and Bullion. 10,681,280 


e 


Silver Bullion oop 
£25,156,280 £25, 156,280 
hawere DEPARTMENT. 
£ 
Proprietors’ Capital. . 14,553,000! Government Securities 
Rest . 3,924,524 (incl. Dead Weight 
Public Deposits (inclua- Annuity) + 10,593,653 
ing Exchequer, Say- Other Securities . 19,719,700 


ings’ Banks, Commis- Notes . » 6,014,160 

sioners of National Gold and Silyer Coin Z 594,808 

Debt, and Dividend 

Accounts) . 5 8,464,993 
Other Deposits . 9,190,690 
Seven day & other Bills 789,114 





£36,922,321 
Dated the Ist day of October, 1857. 


Insurance Companies, 
Equity and Law 





'£36,922,32] 
M. Marsnat1, Chief Cashier, 
































English and Scottish Law 43 
Law Fire 4} 
Law Life 62 
Law Reversionary Interest 19 
Law Union par 
Legal and Commercial par 
Legal and General Life 6} 
London and Provincial 23 
Medical, Legal, and General . ,.,..-.,ssseereeseseeseerseeee DAL 
Solicitors’ and General , par 
> 





London Grasettes, 


Bankrupts. 
TurEspay, Sept. 29, 1857. 


BATLEY, RicHarp, Timber Merchant and Coal-dealer, 31 Gifford-st., 
Caledonian-road. Pet. Sept. 23. Oct. 9, at 11.30, and Nov. 12, at 1; 
Basinghall-st. Com. Evans. Of. Ass. Bell. Sols. Parker, Rooke, & 
Parker, 17 Bedford-row. 

BOOCKE, Freperick Ropert Pavt, Goldsmith, 86 Newman-st., Oxford- 
st. Pet. Sept. 26. Oct. 12 and Nov. 10, at 2; Basinghall-st. Com. 
Holroyd. Off. Ass. Lee. Sol, Chidley, 10 Basinghall-st. 

FREEMAN, WILLIAM, Bookseller, 69 Fleet-st. Pet. Sept. 28. Oct. 9, at 
1, and Nov. 12, at 1.30; Basinghall-st. Com. Evans. Off. Ass. John- 
son. Sol. Spicer, Staple- -inn. 

GABRIEL, BensamMin Wittmott, Cottonspinner, Hempshaw-la., Stock- 
rt, Cheshire. Pet. for Arrgmt. June 10. Oct. 13 and Nov. 3, at 12; 
anchester. Off. Ass. Fraser. Sols. Cooper & Sons, Manchester. 

GLOVER, Witt1aM, Innkeeper, Liverpool. et. Sept. 25. Oct. 12 and 
Nov. 2, ‘at 11; Liverpool. Com. Perry. Off. Ass. Morgan. Sols, Evans 
& Son, Commerce-ct., Lord-st., Liverpool. 

HALL, CHARLEs, Poulterer, 52 ‘Albemarle-st., Piccadilly. Pet. frre 
Oct. 18, at 2, and Nov. 10, at 2.30; Basinghall-st. Com. ] yd. 
Of. Ass. Edwards. Sol. King, 35 King-st., Cheapside - 








Boy 
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HALL, Joun (Robert Hall & Son), Mill-maker, Dudley and Oldswinford, 
Worcestershire. Pet. Sept. 4. Oct. 15 and 30, at 11.30; Birmingham. 
Com. Balguy. Off. Ass. Christie. Sols, Coldicott & Canning, Dudley ; 
or Smith, Birmingham. 

HARRISON, Josepx, Cornchandler, Epsom, Surrey. 
Oct. 10 and Nov, 10, at 12; Basinghall-st. 
Edwards. Sol. Jaqnet, New-inn. 

HOOKHAM, James Francis, Licensed Victualler, 1 Eyre-st.-hill, Leather- 
la., Holborn. et. Sept. 25. Oct. 8, at 11, and Nov. 12, at 12; Basing- 
hall-st. Com. Evans. Off. Ass. Bell. Sol. Sidney, 504 Lincoln’s-inne 
fields. 

PASSMORE, EmMANvEt, Licensed Victualler, 25 King-st., West Smith- 
field. Pet. Sept. 26. Oct. 12 and Noy. 10, at 2; Basinghall-st. Com, 
Holroyd. Off. Ass. Edwards. Sol. Marshall, 30 Redcross-sq., Cripple- 
gate. 


Pet, Sept. 25 
Com. Holroyd. Off. Ass 


Fripay, Oct, 2, 1857. 

BAYLEY, Samvet, & THomas RusseLt (Samuel Bayley & Co.), Silk 
Dyers, Macclesfield. Pet, Sept. 25. Oct. 14 and Nov. 4, at 12; Man- 
chester. Off. Ass. Hernaman. Sols. Sale, Worthington, & Shipman, 
Manchester. 

BRACHER, Wiitram, WILLIAM Hawkins Bracuer, & JoHN BRACHER, 
Plumbers, Painters, and Glaziers, 15 Gt. Ormond-st., Bloomsbury, and 
Victoria-rd., Plaistow, Essex; trading as Bracher & Sons at 15 Gt. 
Ormond-st., and Bracher & Sons and J. Bracher & Co. at Victoria-rd., 
Plaistow. Pet. Sept. 29. Oct. 14 and Noy. 13, at 11; Basinghall-st. 
Com. Evans. Off. Ass. Bell. Sols. Morris, Stone, Townson, & Morris, 
Coleman-st.-bldgs. 

BRIGHT, Henry Smita (Taylor & Bright), Merchant, Kingston-upon- 
Hull. Pet. Sept. 26. Oct. 21, and Noy. 25, at 12; Town-hall, Kingston- 
wponetinn. Com. Ayrton. Off. Ass. Carrick. Sols. Wells & Smith, 

ingston-upon-Hull. 

CLOUGH, Rosert, Hosier, 130 Oxford-st. 
and Noy. 17, at 12; Basinghall-st. 
Sol. Devey, 34 Ely-pl. 

CRAVEN, Henry Burkrit, Corn Factor, Leeds. Pet. Sept. 30. Oct. 16, 
and Nov. 20, at 11; Commercial-bldgs., Leeds. Com. West. Of. ‘Ass. 
Young. Sols. J. & H. Richardson, & Gaunt, Leeds. 

CREAM, Ropert CHEVALLIER, Apothecary, Rushall, Wilts. Pet. Sept. 
26. Oct. 13, and Nov. 10, at 11; Bristol. Com, Hill. Of. Ass. Acraman. 
Sols. Abbot & Lucas, Albion-chambers, Bristol. 

CROCKER, James, Ir nmonger, Okehampton, Devon. Pet. Sept. 30. 
Oct. 13, and Noy. 5, at 11; Queen-st., Exeter. Com. Bere. Off. Ass. 
Hirtzel. Sols. Bragg, Chagford, Devon; or Stogdon, Exeter. 

CROSS, SoLomon (West Bromwich Co.), Corn Factor, West Bromwich, 
Staffordshire. Adjn. Oct. 1. Oct. 15, and Nov. 5, at 11.30; 
Birmingham. Com. Balguy. Off. Ass. Christie. Sols. Caddick, West 

romwich ; or Knight, Birmingham. 

FARNWORTH, Natuan, Chemist and Druggist, Chorley, Lancashire. 
Pet. Sept. 26. Oct. 16, ‘and Noy. 10, at 12; Manchester. Off. Ass. Pott. 
Sols. Christian & Jones, Liverpool ; or Hail, Manchester. 

HARRISON, Rosert, James KrERo Watson, & Henry Pease, Bankers, 
Kingston-upon-Hull. ef. Sept. 24. Oct. 14 and Noy. 25, at 12; 
Townhall, Kingston-upon-Hull. Com. Ayrton. Off. Ass. Carrick. 
Sols. Lightfoot, Earnshaw, & Frankish, Kingston-upon-Hull. 

HAWKEY, Joun TamBtyy, Dealer in Cattle, Cardinham, Cornwall. 


Pet. Sept. 29. Oct. 15, at 1, 
Com. Holroyd. Off. Ass. Edwards. 


Pet. Sept. 23. Oct. 13 and Nov. 5, at 11; Queen-st., Exeter. Com. 
Bere. Ass. Hirtzell. Sols, Sargent, Liskeard; or Stogdon, 
Exeter. 


HUTCHINGS, Tuomas, Contractor of Public Works, 5 Adam-st., Adelphi. 
Pet. Sept. 26. Oct. 16, at 11, and Nov. 13, at 12; Basinghall-st. Com. 
Fane. Off. Ass. Cannan. Sols, Richardson & Sadler, 15 Old Jewry- 
chambers, Old Jewry. 

KEETH, Witu1am, Innkeeper, Three Tuns Inn, High-st., Exeter. 
Sept. 29. Oct. 13 and Nov. 5, at 11; Queen-st., Exeter. 
Off. Ass. Hirtzel. Sol. Turner, Castle-st., Exeter. 

PAYNE, Tuomas, Lessee and Manager of the Strand Theatre, 4 York-rd., 
Lambeth, and of the Strand Theatre, Strand. Pet. Sept. 30. Oct. 13 
and Nov. 13, at 12; Basinghall-st. Com. Evans. Off. Ass. Johnson. 
Sol. Levi, 61 Burton-crsct., Tavistock-sq. 

POVEY, Cuarzes, Butcher, West Bromwich, Staffordshire. Pet. Sept 
21. Oct. 15, and Nov. 5, at 11.30; Birmingham. Com. Balguy. Of. 
Ass. Whitmore. Sols. Hodgson & Allen, Birmingham. 

ROBERTSON, Witt1am, Currier, 15 Summer-la., Birmingham. Pet. Sept. 
30. Oct. 12, and Noy. 2, at 10; Birmingham. Com. Balguy. Off. Ass. 
Whitmore. Sols. Harding, Birmingham; and Southal & Nelson, Bir- 
mingham. 

ROPER, Taomas (Thomas Roper & Co.), Wholesale Druggist, 6 Falcon- 
sq. Pet. Oct. 1. Oct. 15, at 12; and Nov. 17, at 1; Basinghall-st. 
Com. Holroyd. Off. Ass. Lee. Sols. Depree & Austen, 23 Lawrence-la., 
Cheapside. 

SMORTHWAITE, Wittt4y, Baker, Barking, Essex. 
13, at 12, and Nov. 13, at 12.30; Basinghall-st. 


Pet. 
Com. Bere. 


Pet. Oct, 1. Oct. 
Com. Evans. Off. Ass. 


Bell. Sols. Young & Plews, Mark-la. 

STUBBS, Henry, Corn Dealer, Bishop's Sutton, Southampton. Pet. 
Sep. 28. Oct. 13, at 12, and Nov. 12, at 11.30; Basinghall-st. Com. 
Evans. Off. Ass. Johnson. Sols. Godwin, 4 Essex-ct., Temple; or 


Greenfield, Winchester. 

VANDERSLUIS, Samuk1, Tailor, 133 Lower Marsh, Lambeth, and West- 

minster-rd., Lambeth. Pet. Sept. 21. Oct. 13, at 11.30, and Noy. 13, 

at 12.30; Basinghall-st. Com. Evans. Off. Ass. Johnson. Sol. Dalton, 
King’s Arms- yard. 

WARBURTON, Georce, & Jonn OrmeEsHER, Silk Brokers, Manchester. 
Pet. Sept. 30. Oct. 16 and Nov. 5, at 12; Manchester. Of. Ass. 
Fraser. Sols. Boote & Jellicorse, Manchester. 


BANKRUPTCIES ANNULLED. 
Tuespay, Sept. 29, 1857 


Boyrp, Joun Epmunp, Baker, late of Grosyenor-st. West, Pimlico. Sept. 24. 
GarpInER, JAMEs, Woollen-cloth Manufacturer, Holme, Yorkshire. Sept. 


17, 
LanoastTEr, Henry, Ironmaster, Walsall, Staffordshire. 
MEETINGS. 


Tuespay, Sept. 29, 1857. 


Bartoy, Joun (John Barton & Co.), Silk Manufacturer, Spring-gdns., 
Manchester. Oct. 22, at 12; Manchester. Com. Skirrow. Div. 


Sept. 28, 





BentuamM, Henry Apruorp, Shipowner, Sunderland. Oct. 13, at 11.30; 
Royal-arcade, Newcastle-upon-Tyne. Com. Ellison. (By adj. from 
Sept. 10) Last Ex. 

Carr, WiLu1AM Riptey, & THomas Laipier (trading with John Carr, 
already adjudged a bankrupt, under firm of Montague Coal Company), 
Coalowners, Denton, Northumberland. Oct. 20, at 12; Royal-arcade, 
Newcastle-upon-Tyne. Com, Ellison. First Div. 

Ditton, THomas, Boot and Shoe Maker, Halifax. Oct. 23, at 11; 
mercial-bldgs., Leeds. Com. Ayrton. Div. 

Eis, Epwarp, Wine Merchant, Ludgate-hill. Oct. 20, at 12; Basing- 
hall-st. Com. Holroyd. Div. 

Fircoms, Epwakp, Builder, Clewer-green, Clewer, Berks. Oct. 22, at 11; 
Basinghall-st. Com. Fane. Div. 

Forster, BENJAMIN, Draper, Newcastle-upon-Tyne and Wallsend, Nor- 
thumberland. Oct. 21, at 12.30; Royal-arcade, Newcastle-upon-Tyne. 
Com. Ellison. Final Div. 

GILL, James, Hop-factor, Calvert’s-bldgs., 241 High-st., Southwark. Oct. 
22, at 11; Basinghall-st. Com, Evans. Div. 

GREGORY, WituaM J oun, Bedding Manufacturer, Leeds. Oct. 23, at 12; 
Commercial- bidgs., Leeds. Com. Ayrton. Div. 

Hawke, WILLIAM, Builder, 8 Gt. Queen-st., Lincoln’s-inn-fields, Oct. 22, 
at 12; Basinghall-st. Com. Holroyd. Div. 

Hirst, ‘GEORGE Mines, GEorGE Hirst, & WiitiaM FREDERICK WIL- 
MAN, Manufacturers, Bentley, Yorkshire. Oct. 23, at 11; Commercial- 
bldgs., Leeds. Com. Ayrton. Div. joint est., and sep. ests. of G. M. 
Hirst and W. F. Wilman. 

Jouyson, Jouy, Contractor, Crook, Durham. Oct. 21, at 1; Royal- 
arcade, Newcastle-upon-Tyne. Com. Ellison. First and Final Div. 
Kine, Ocravius, & ALFRED Kine, Corn Merchants, Dullingham, near 

Newmarket. Oct. 26, at 12; Basinghall-st. Com, Evans. Divs. 

NEVILLE, MICHAEL, Brassfounder, Liverpool. Oct. 22, at 11; Liverpool. 
Com. Stevenson. Div. 

Peacu, WiLt14M (William Peach & Co.), Coal Merchant, Derby. Oct. 
20, at 10. 30; Shire-hall, Nottingham. Com. Balguy. ‘Div. 

RICHARDSON, JOHN, jun., Common Brewer, Cockermouth, Cumberland. 
Oct. 20, at 11; "Royal-arcade, Newcastle-upon-Tyne. Com. Ellison. 
Final Div. 

ScuarEeR, Jacop Witu1aM Henry, & Wittiam Henry Browy, Mer- 
chants, 48 Fenchurch-st, Oct. 20, at 2; Basinghall-st. Com, Holroyd, 
Div. sep. est. J. W. H. Schafer. 

SHarper, Drxoy, Ship-chandler, West Hartlepool, Durham. Oct. 13, 
at 12; Royal-arcade, Newcastle-upon-Tyne. Com, Ellison. (By adj. 


from Sept. 16) Last Ex. 
Oct. 22, at 1; Basinghall-st. 


Com- 


SHOOLBRED, JouN, Tailor, 34 Jermyn-st. 
Com. Holroyd. Div. 

SraR.Linc, GEoRGE DuRRANT, Grocer, Ormesby, Norfolk. Oct. 22, at 2; 
Basinghall-st. Com. Holroyd. Div. 

WaLkEr, Jonny, Commission Agent, Blackburn, Lancashire. Oct. 22, at 
12; Manchester. Com. Skirrow. Div. 

Wuire, WiLL14M, Miller, New Crane Mill, Shadwell. Oct. 22, af 12; Bae 


singhall-st. Com. Holroyd. Div. 
Youne, WiLt1amM OGston, ship and Insurance Broker, { Suaeh Corn- 
hill, also of 54 Cross-st., Manchester, and 19 Dale-st., iverpool. Oct. 


20, at 1; Basinghall-st. Com, Holroyd. Div. 
Fripay, Oct. 2, 1857. 

Dore, Taomas James, Innkeeper, Stour Provost, maw Oct. 8, at 11 
(instead of Oct. 7, as before advertised). Com. Evan: 

Fairu, Joun, Provision Merchant, 4 Cambridge-rd., o Mile-end. Oct. 23, 
at 12; Basinghall-st. Com. Fane. Div. 

Fiee, JOHN, Boot and Shoe Maker, Downing-st., Farnham, Surrey. Oct. 
24, at 11.30; Basinghall-st. Com. Fane. Div. 

Gorcn, JoHn Davis, & THomas Henry Gortcu, Bankers, Kettering and 
Rowell (otherwise Rothwell), Northamptonshire, and 43 Long-acre, 
Middlesex. Oct. 8, at 1 (instead of Oct. 7, as before advertised) ; Basing- 
hall-st. Com. Evans. Last Ex. 

Gunton, Isaac, Grocer, Manea, Isle of Ely. 
st. Com. Fane. Div. 

Heron, Witiiam, Cloth Merchant, Huddersfield. Oct. 23. at 11; 
mercial- bldgs , Leeds. Com. West. Div. 

JopLine, WILLIAM, Linen and Woollen Draper, Wolsingham, Durham. 
Oct. 15, at 11; Royal-arcade, Newcastle-upon-Tyne. Com. Ellison. 
(By adj. from Aug. 28) Last Ex. 

Kinston, Witt1am, & FitMeR Kinston, Medical and General Fittersand 
Fixture Dealers, 1 North-st., Sidney-st,, Mile-end, and 3 Liverpool-st., 
Bishopsgate. Oct. 24, at 11; Basinghall-st. Com. Evans, Div. 

Lewis, RICHARD, Cloth Manufacturer, Wooton-under-Edge, Gloucester- 
shire. Oct. 24, at 11; Basinghall-st. Com. Evans. Div. 

LuMSDEN, THOMAS, Shipbuilder, South Shields, Durham. Oct. 16, at 
12.40; Royal Arcade, Newcastle-upon-Tyne. Com, Ellison. rf. 
Debts. 

Monpay, SAMUEL, Baker, 110 High-st., Gosport, Hants. Oct. 24, at 11; 
Basinghall-st. Com. Fane. Div. 

Nazer, Dantet, Hatter, Snargate-st., Dover, Kent. Oct. 8, at 12 (instead 
of Oct. 7, as before advertised) Basinghall-st. Com. Evans. Choice of 
Assignee. 

Rogerson, Isatan, Bootmaker, Upper Sydenham, Kent. Qct. 8, at 12 
(instead of Oct. 7, as before advertised); Basinghall-st. Com. Evans. 
Choice of an Assignee 

SMALL, ExizapetH Sitpy, Plumber, Fonthill-pl., 
Oct. 24, at 11.30; Basinghall-st. Com. Evans. 

Smiru, RicHarpD, Butcher, Salehurst, near Hurst Green, and Sedlescomb, 
near Battle, Sussex. Oct. 23, at 11; Basinghall-st. Com. Fane. Div. 

SmirH, TrtpEN, James HILDER, GEORGE SCRIVENS, and Francis SmiTH, 
Bankers, Hastings, Sussex. Oct. 23, at 1; Basinghall-st. Com. Fane. 
Div. joint est. ; and sep. est. of G. Scrivens. 

Sroxes, Jonny, Corn Chandler, 169 St. George-st., St. Coorg tnihe- 
East, Middlesex. Oct. 8 (instead of Oct. 7, as before advertised), at 
11.30; Basinghall-st. Com. Fane. Last Ex., and Choice of Assignees. 

STRINGER, RicHarpD, Draper, Harefield, Uxbridge, Middlesex. Oct. 24, 
at 12; Basinghall-st. Com. Evans. Div. 

Swan, Jouy, Merchant, 150 Leadenhall-st. 
before advertised), at 11; Basinghall-st. 

WartmoucnH, Epwarp, Draper, Manchester. 
Com. Skirrow. Div. 

Warmoucnu, Georce, Draper, formerly of Chester, afterwards of St. 
Helens and Bolton, Lancashire, and now of Bolton, and also of Sheffield. 
Oct. 23, at 12; Manchester. Com. Skirrow. Div. 


Oct. 24, at 12; Basinghall- 


Com- 


Clapham-rd., Surrey. 
v. 


Oct. 8 (and nop Pty 7, as 
Com. Evans. 
Oct. 30, at 12; eeciaater. 
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Wey, Ricwarp, Linen and Woollen Draper, Leicester. Oct. 24, at 
10.30. ; Shire-hall, Nottingham. Com. Balguy. Div. 

Witson, Knowxron, Surgeon, Sheffield. Oct. 24, at 10; Council-hall, 
Sheffield. Com. West. Div. 


CERTIFICATES. é 
To be ALLOWED, unless Notice be given, and Cause shown on Day of Meeting. 
TurEspay, Sept, 29, 1857. 

Brown, Joun Hunver, Rope Manufacturer, Sunderland. Oct. 21, at 12; 
Royal-arcade, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, 

CLARKE, WILLIAM, Dealer in China, King’s Lynn, Norfolk. Oct. 22, at 
11.30; Basinghall-st. 

Dae, THomas, Dealer in Drainage Pipes, Leek, Staffordshire. Oct. 30, 
at 10; Birmingham. 

Hype, Groree Cocksury, Surgeon, 16 South-parade, Chelsea. Oct. 22, 
at 1; Basinghall-st. 

JorDAN, JAMES, jun., Builder, 3 Campden-hill, Kensington. Oct. 22, at 
12; Basinghall-st. 

Lorp, JAMEs, Cottonspinner, Oak Mills, Millgate, Spotland, Rochdale, 
Lancashire. Oct. 22, at 12; Manchester. 

Marston, Toomas Bursinee, Dyer, Leicester. Oct. 27, at 10.30; Shire- 
hall, Nottingham. 

MorFiy, SAMUEL, Innkeeper, Litchurch, Derbyshire. Oct. 27, at 10.30; 
Shire-hall, Nottingham. 

Ross, DaniEL, Grocer, Romford, Essex. Oct. 20, at 12; Basinghall-st. 

SapGrove, WiLtaM, jun, & Ricnarp Raa, Cabinetmakers, Eldon-st., 
Finsbury, and Dunning’s-alley, Bishopsgate-st. Oct. 20, at 1.30; Ba- 
singhall-st. 

Smrru, Georce Ancuer, Brick and Tile Maker, and Scrivener, late of 
Peterborough and Warrington, &c., Northamptonshire, now of 12 
Chapel-st., Bedford-row. Oct. 22, at 12; Basinghall-st. 

TaLBoTt, EBENEZER, & SaMuEL Grick, lronfounders, Newarn, Lydney, 
Gloucestershire. Oct. 23, at 11; Bristol. 

Fripay, Oct. 2, 1857. 

Davizs, THomas, Contractor, Neath, Glamorganshire. 
Bristol. 

Horsersat, Joux, Chemical Manure 
Cheshire. Oct. 23, at 12; Manchester, 
Low, ABRAHAM, Cattle Salesman, Lower Homerton, Middlesex. Oct. 23, 

at 11; Basinghall-st. 

M'Giti, WriiL1aM, Shipbuilder and Merchant, formerly of Charlotte- 
town, Prince Edward’s Island, North America, afterwards of Manches- 
ter, in England. Oct. 29, at 1; Manchester. 

Mercatre, Witutam THomas, Draper, Great Driffield and Bridlington, 
Yorkshire. Nov. 4, at 12; Town-hall, Kingston-upon-Hull. 

SearLe, Wiit1AM THomas, Builder, Victoria-rd., Deptford, Kent. Oct. 
24, at 11; Basinghall-st. 

Srock, WILLIAM, Glass Manufacturer, Newton, near Warrington, Lanca- 
shire. Oct. 26, at 11; Liverpool. 

Wane, Henry, & Joun Dance, Grocers, Fairford, Gloucestershire. Nov. 
9, at 11; Bristol. On application of H. Wane. 

Winnine, Witt1am, Smallware Manufacturer, Wirksworth, Derbyshire. 
Oct. 27 (not Oct. 13, as advertised in Gazette of Sept. 18), at 11.30; Bir- 
minghain. 

To be DELIVERED, unless APPEAL be duly entered. 
Tuespay, Sept. 29, 1857. 

Daron, Lronarp, Stone Merchant, Canal Bridge, Old Kent-rd., Surrey. 
Sept. 21, 2nd class. 

KINDRED, FREDERICK, Miller, Framlingham, Suffolk. Sept. 22, 2nd class. 

Low, MAXIMILIAN, Merchant, 40 Broad-st.-bldgs. Sept. 22, 2nd class. 

PEARSON, CHARLES, Shipowner, 22 Park-st., Southampton-st., Camber- 
well, and 46 Lime-st., London. Sept. 22, 2nd class; after a suspension 
of six months. 

Rove, WitL1AM, Ham and Beef Shop Keeper, 29 Paddington-st., St. Mary- 
lebone. Sept. 21, 2nd class. 

Fripay, Oct. 2, 1857. 

Fisuer, Henry, Tailor, Nottingham. Sept. 30, 3rd class. 

LopGE, Water, Cloth Manufacturer, Castle-hill, Almondbury and Hud- 
dersfield, Yorkshire. Sept. 7, 3rd class. 

TaLsotT, EBENEZER, & SaMuEL Grice, Ironfounders, Newarn, Lydney, 
Gloucestershire. Sept, 29, Ist class to S. Grice, 


Professional Partnerships Bissaloed. 
Turspay, Sept. 29, 1857. 
Hitt, Taomas Ames, & CuarLes Atkins Coins, Attorneys-at-Law, 
Solicitors, and Conveyancers, Poulton, Somersetshire; by mutual con- 
sent. Sept. 8. 


Oct. 23, at 11; 


er, Altrinch 


SY fart 





Fripay, Oct. 2, 1857. 


Garty; Rosert, & ALFRED Howarp, Attorneys and Solicitors, 3 Angel- 
ct., Throgmorton-st. Sept. 29. 

Towne, ELpon ErHEeLBert, & FREDERICK THomas Dusois, Attorneys- 
at-Law and Solicitors, 27 Broad-st.-bldgs. Debts due to or owing by 
the late partnership will be received and paid by E. E, Towne. Sept. 30. 


Assiquments for Benefit of Crevitorg. 
TuESDAY, Sept. 29, 1857. 

Brook, ALFRED, Tailor, 110 Western-rd., Brighton. Sept. 8. Zirustees, 
C. Rimmer, Warehouseman, 68 Blackfriars-rd.; R. Garland, Ware- 
houseman, 36 Wood-st. Sol. Turner, 68 Aldermanbury. 

Brown, Joun, Draper, 9 Brunswick-ter., Westbourne-grove. Sept. 7. 
Trustee, F. Dennant, Warehouseman, Aldermanbury. Sol. Turner, 68 
Aldermanbury. 

CrLarkKE, Henry, Builder, 42 Grove-st., Poplar. Aug. 28. Trustee, 0. 
Randall, Gent., Randall’s-ter., East India-rd. Sol, Hutchins, 11 Lon- 
don-st. 

Eassiz, WILLIAM, Timber Merchant and Contractor, High Orchard, Glou- 
cestershire. Aug. 26. Trustees, R. Potter, Timber Merchant; H. J. 
Paul, Gent.; E. Boughton, Iron Merchant; T. W. Baxter, Timber 
Merchant, all of Gloucester. Sol, Helps, Gloucester. 

HarraDinE, Rosesrt, Bricklayer, Lower Tottenham, Middlesex. Sept. 10. 
Trustee, W. Burgess, Tallow Chandler, Tottenham. Sol. Scott, 36 Lud- 


gate-st. 





ParToy, Witi1aM, & RospertT Lanspows, Drapers, Bath. Sept. 1. 
Trustees, C. Wilson, Merchant, Watling-st.; R. Laxton, Warehouseman, 
Friday-st. Sol. Mardon, Christchurch-chambers, 99 Newgate-st. 


PassMAN, JOHN, Currier, Stockton, Durham, and Mary, his Wife, Aug. 
31. Trustees, E. Stead, Currier, Leeds; T. Wilkinson, Currier, Stock. 
ton. Sol. Simpson, 34 Commercial-st., Leeds. Creditors to execute 
within three months from Sept. 22. 

Wuiston, Tuomas, Tailor, High-st., Gosport, Hants. Sept. 12. Trustee, 

Sol. Scott, 36 Lud- 


C. Pigott, Button Manufacturer, 39 Gresham-st. 
gate-st. 
Fripay, Oct. 2, 1857. 


BENNETT, Epwarp, Tallow Chandler, Stockport, Cheshire. Sept. 21. 
Trustees, W. Lund & J. T. Unsworth, Soap Boilers, Liverpool. Sol, 
Ashton, 5 Vernon-st., Stockport. 

Brown, Tuomas, Stonemason, Helmington-row, Durham. Sept. 3 
Trustees, J. Robson, Builder, Old Hunwick, Durham; J. Lambert, 
Miner, Bowdon-close, Durham. Sol. Horner, Darlington. 

FawKkneERr, THomas, Draper, Snow-hill, Birmingham. Sept. 15. Trustee, 
P. Gillibrand, Merchant, Manchester. Sols. Sale, Worthington, & Ship- 
man, 64 Fountain-st., Manchester. 

Froop, Cuak.es TrEFusiIs, & Eu1zA BLACKWELL, Outfitters, George-st., 
Plymouth. Sept.16. Zrustee, S. Copestake, Lace Manufacturer, Bow- 
churechyd. Sols. Reed, Langford, & Marsden 59 Friday-st., Cheapside, 

GARLAND, THOMAS, & WILLIAM HOLLAND, Builders, Nottingham. Sept. 
21. Trustees, T. Banks, Iron Merchant; P. Bass, Plumber and Glazier; 
H. Lewis, Slater, all of Nottingham. So/. Shilton, Nottingham.—Cre- 
ditors to execute within three calendar months from Sept. 21. 

GiLEs, CoryELius, Draper, Warminster, Wiltshire. Sept. 7. Trustees, 
J. Ravenhill, Banker, Warminster; J. F. Pawson, Wholesale Warehouse- 
man, St. Paul's Churchyard; W. G. Eggar, Warehousman, Bristol. 
Sol. Jones, 15 Sise-la., 

HarDING, WILLIAM, Tailor, Kingston-upon-Hull. Sept. 3. Trustees, W 
Cutt, Woollendraper; J. Blackburn, Woollendraper, all of Kingston- 
upon-Hull. Sol. Bell, 17 Parliament-st., Kingston-upon-Hull. 

Hurey, Caares, Blacksmith, Epping, Essex. Sept. 26. Trustee, R. 
Bell, Yeoman, Epping. Sol. Metcalfe, Epping. 

Joxce, Mepsury, Timber Merchant, St. Neots, Huntingdonshire. Sept. 30, 
Trustees, T. Elgood, Corn Factor, St. Neots; B. Hall, Farmer, Cross Hall, 
Eaton Socon, Bedfordshire. Sol. Day, St. Neots.—Creditors to execute 
on or before Nov. 1. 

Lynp, Witiiam, Oil Merchant, Leeds. Sept. 14. Zrustees, R. Hudson, 
“4 + — J. Ellershaw, jun., all of Leeds. Sol. Eddison, 58 Albion-~ 
st., Leeds. 

Munro, Jouy, Timber and Stone Merchant, Richmond, Surrey. _ Sept. 9. 
Trustees, E. Adams, Timber Merchant, 33 Gracechurch-st.; T. Freeman, 
Beene Maqchers, Millbank, Westminster. Sol. Rose, 11 Salisbury-st., 
Stran 

STEPHENSON, Wi1Lt1aM, Wheelwright, Haxey, Lincolnshire. June 6, 1856. 
The assignees will meet on Noy. 4, at 11, at the King’s Arms Inn, 
Haxey, to make a dividend, when and where creditors who have not 
already executed may do so. 

Tea, Georck, Blacksmith, Lund, Yorkshire. Sept. 18. Trustee, T. 
+ ne Ironmonger, Gt. Driffield. Sols. Foster & Tonge, Gt. Drif- 

eld. 

THISTLETHWAITE, Hannan, Hosier, Darlington, Durham. Sept. 19. 
Trustees, E. Backhouse, Banker, Darlington; W. Thompson, Share- 
broker, Darlington, Sol. Mewburn, Darlington.—Creditors to execute 
on or before Nov. 1. Indenture lies at office of R. Thompson & Co., 
Darlington. 

WALMSLEY, WILLIAM THomas, Cottonspinner, Marple, Cheshire. Se 
15. Trustees, J. Orr, Commission Merchant, Manchester; J. Bradd 
Grocer, Stockport, Cheshire. Sol. Gould, Manchester.—Indent 








lies’ 
at office of Atkinsons, Saunders, & Herford, 3 Norfolk-st., Manchester. 


WoopueaD, Jonas, JOHN JAMES WOODHEAD, & Sam CaRR WOODHEAD, 
Soap Manufacturers, Carlton, Wakefield. Sept. 15. Zrustees, R. Hud- 
son, J. M. Smith, J. Ellershaw, jun., all of Leeds. Sol. Eddison, 58 
Albion-st., Leeds, 


Crevitor under Estates in Chancery. 
Fripay, Oct. 2, 1857. 

Lorn, Joun (who died in June, 1852), Farmer, Sagar Fold, Newchurch, 
Lancashire. Creditors or incumbrancers to come in and prove theit 
claims on or before Oct. 27, at office of Registrar of the Liverpool Dis- 
trict, 4 Norfolk-st., Manchester. 

Harek, Mary Ann (who died in May, 1854), late of Lewes, Sussex. Cre- 
ditors to come in and prove their debts on or before Oct. 30, at V. C. 
Wood's Chambers. 


Scotch Hequestratians. 
TuESDAY, Sept. 29, 1857. 


Apams, SAMUEL, Merchant, Arbuthnott Arms Inn, Arbuthnott. Oct, 9, 


at 12, Mill Inn, Stonehaven. Seg. Sept. 25. 

Cowan, Henry, Spirit-dealer and Flax Merchant, Greengairs, New Monk- 

sand, Lanerene Oct. 6, at 2, Forbes’ Airdrie Hotel, Airdrie. Seg. 
ept. 23. 

Exper, James, Baker, Tarbert, Argyleshire; also partner in firm of 
Bakers’ Mill Company, Greenock. Oct. 2, at 1, Argyle Hotel, Dunoon. 
Seq. Sept. 24. 

Hay, Jonny, Grocer, New-row, Perth. 
County-bldgs., Perth. Seg. Sept. 26. 

HERRI1017, Peter Hay, Belch-pl, Glasgow, & Joun HeRr107, jun., Roches- 
ter-pl., Glasgow (Herriot Bros.), Hat and Cap Merchants, Trongate and 
Argyle-sts., Glasgow. Oct. 6, at 12, Faculty-hall, St. George s-pl, 
Glasgow. Seg. Sept. 25. 

Witson, THomas, Grocer, West Port, Dundee. Oct. 2, at 1, British 
Motel, Dundee. Seg. Sept. 24, 


Frinay, Oct. 25, 1857. 


Duncan, W1LttAM Rag, late head Postmaster of Zetland, residing in Let- 
wick. Oct, 13, at 12; Sheriff-clerk’s Office, in Lerwick. Seg. Sept. 23. 
HENDERSON, Bryce, Painter, Rothesay. Oct. 7, at 12; Bute Arms, 
Rothesay. Seg. Sept. 26. 
KROTOSHINER, SAMUEL, Tobacconist, Glassford-st., Glasgow. Oct. 9, ab 
i ~ of the Faculty of Procurators, St. George’s-pl., Glasgow. Seg. 
pte 4 


se Se ECR Se 


Oct. 8, at 1, Procurator's Library, © 
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